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the yeas and nays. 
The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and resulted—yeas 24, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
, Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Ful- 

wo, Haywood, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Mangum, 
werrick, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, and Woodbridge—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Lewis, Tappan, and 
Wright—o. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


On the thirty-fourth amendment, which was as 
follows: 

For defraying the expenses incurred by the National In- 
situte, in taking care of the public property and collections 
jn its charge, $4,000: Provided, That, in conformity with 

power reserved in its charter, the title of all property 
now or hereafter in charge, and under the control of the 


Mr. EVANS, (from his seat.) Let him have 


jostitute, not before belonging to the United States, be 

vested in them, 

Mr. ALLEN called for information. 

Mr. WOODBURY explained that the public 

roperty, consisting of miscellaneous collections, 

Foch native and foreign, of specimens in natural 
history, Indian curiosities, &c., hitherto in care 
of several of the Executive Departments, having 
become so numerous as to be inconvenient, they 
had, with the assent or request of the Departments, 
been transferred to the care of the National Insti- 
tute, in the large room of the Patent Office appro- 

riated to the use of the Institute. It was soon 
amd and large contributions of like articles, 
and books, were made from all quarters. There 
were some inevitable expenses attending this care, 
consisting of freights on specimens of minerals, 
collections coming in from other countries, post- 
ages, and the services of those employed about 
the business, and for which the sum proposed to 
be appropriated was very moderate. 

Mr. TAPPAN considered those things in the 
care of a salaried officer of the Government—the 
Commissioner of Patents and his assistants. This 
matter belonged to the Committee on the Library. 
The Government should have nothing to do with 
the property of the National Institute, and no ap- 
copra should be made to purchase its trash. 

e would not give $200 for the whole collection. 

Mr. WOODBURY read the report of a mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Library, expressly 
deputed to examine into the matter; which showed 
the immense extent and value of this collection, 
consisting of many thousand articles, a large libra- 
ry, and numerous boxes yet unopened. 

Mr. CHOATE, as a member of the committee, 
testified to the high qualities of the gentleman who 
made the report, and to the value and importance 
of the collection. 

Mr. ALLEN denounced this new creation of 
a political department, as one got up under the 
Soeyanes of keeping the skins of beasts and col- 
ections of bugs, and characterizeg it as part and 
parcel of the system of extravagance and squan- 
dering of the public money for political effect, 
which was tending so rapidly to centralization and 
consolidation of power in the hands of the General 
Government. 

Mr. WALKER pout out the inconsistency 
of refusing to pay the expenses of taking care of 
this miscellaneous property of the Government, 
and voting for appropriations to take care of other 
ag 2 property. It cost less under the care of 
the Institute than it would scattered through the 
offices of the several Departments; and those who 
voted for the expedition to make the collection 
given in charge to the Institute, could not, he 
thought, consistently refuse a small appropriation 
to preserve them. 

_Mr. BUCHANAN was sorry to be obliged to 
differ from so many members of the Institute, for 
every one knew how much they had distinguished 
themselves in the late exhibition of the members 
of the National Institute, and how ardently they 
advocated its advantages to the country; but he 
did not want to see the Government purchasing 
these curiosities; there was no necessity, for, at 
the expiration of the charter of the Institute, they 
would all "46 to the Government. He point- 
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ed out one of the most valuable colleges in the | 
United States in which the services of three able | 
professors are considered well paid for at $1,500 | 
each, amounting to only $4,500; and here were | 
4,000 proposed to be given for this collection! 
et the Institute keep and take care of its own || 
pore: 
Mr. BERRIEN asked, was this the nineteenth | 
century, in which he heard it objected to this in- 
stitution that its objects Were either political, or 
so trifling as to regard only the keeping for show 
of skins of beasts and collections of bugs? He 
repudiated such views. When gentlemen talked | 
thus of bugs, they seemed to forget that there was | 
something more contemptible, and that was hum- 
bugs. He regarded the Tnstitute as essential to a | 
nation in an advanced stage of civilization, and | 
most important in preserving that intercourse of 


nations which tended to harmonize and enlighten | 


the human family. . 

After some further remarks by Mr. B., advo- 
cating the appropriation, 

Mr. WOODBURY said he besought the indul- 
gence of the Senate a single moment. This ap- 
propriation was entirely misunderstood, as to both 
its object and constitutionality. Its object was 
not to purchase acollection of curiosities and books 
from the Institute, but merely to defray the ex- 
pense of taking care of what had long been our 
own curiosities and books, and such others as we 
had a reversionary interest in. Its object was not 
donations to corporations in the States or to indi- 
viduals—not advancing the private interests of any 
one—but to furnish, in part, the money required 
to be paid for preserving well our own property. 
No member of the Institute received a dollar for 
his personal services; but freights, postages, lights, 
manual labor, &c., about the articles, would en- 
gross the whole sum in one or two years. And 
were we to be told that it was unconstitutional to 
take good care of what belonged to the Govern- 
ment? Yet that was the whole design of the ap- 
propriation, and we should be derelict to duty, 
and to our constitutional duty, if we allowed any 
part of the public property to perish through our 
neglect. He would, not say how far we could and 
on to go in liberal aid to science, the arts, and 
embellishments of iife, within this District, where 
we possessed exclusive legislation. That wasnot 
now the yee But it was whether public 
property, like the eagle over your head, the por- 
trait of the Father of his Country on the wall be- 
fore us, the statues in front of the Capitol, the 
medals in your Departments, the books in your 
libraries, were not all to be taken care of? And 
if so, are not similar articles of yours lodged with 
the Institute? And if it has been constitutional: 
to obtain and preserve those, has it not been so as 
to these? And will you make appropriations to 

ay clerks, watchmen, and a police, in this very 

iN, to guard the former, and not vote even a pit- 

tance to protect the latter? Yes, sir, let me tell 
Senators from Ohio, you vote in this bill nearly 
fifty thousand dollars to preserve and perpetuate 
the fruits of the exploring expedition —rocks, 
shells, plants, reptiles, fish, ‘* bugs,’’ and all— 
and yet falter and doubt if we can vote anything 
to defray the expense of the charge of similar ar- 
ticles belonging to you, and obtained at much less 
cost, and in a manner much less questionable as 
to its constiturionality. If gentlemen insist on 
sneering at bugs, let me caution them that the worst 
bug of all is a humbug. 

Eitecsome further observations from Mr. TAP- 
PAN in opposition, 

Mr. HAY WOOD, to make the amendment ac- 
ceptable to him, moved to strike out its proviso. 

he motion was negatived. 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Ful- 
ton, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, 


M Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Por- 
= Sturgeon, Taltmadge, Upbam, Watker, Woodbridge, 
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NAYS—Messre. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 
Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Haywood, Lewis, 
Semple, Sevier, Tappan, and Wright—14. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


On the thirty-sixth amendment, which was as 

follows: * 
For the purchase of the building, in the city of Philadel- ee) 
phia, formerly the Bank of the United States, fora castom- : 
house for the port of Philadelphia, $275,000, 

Mr. ALLEN called for ronan and nays. , 

The ze and nays were ordered. et 

Mr. EVANS explained, that this matter had 
been fully and maturely considered, not only by 
the mercantile interests of Philadelphia, but by 
the Treasury Department, and the Committee on 
Finance, and the Committee of Ways and Means. 

All came to the conclusion that such an offer as 
now presented itself for purchasing a suitable cus- 
tonnes at Philadelphia should not be neglected. 

The old custom-house there was in a dilapidated 

condition, and a new one was necessary. The ; 
lot of the old custom-house would sell for $50,000; * 
so that the net cost of the proposed purchase would 
be reduced to $225,000. That this would be a 
great bargain was manifest from the fact that a 
competent surveyor certified that the lot alone was 
worth $227,000, and the building cost $240,000. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON ,as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, recommended this purchase 
as one which would save the Government six or 
seven hundred thousand dollars; for a new cus- 
tom-house such as that in Boston or New York 
could not be built short of a million dollars, 

Mr. BUCHANAN warmly advocated the prop- 
osition, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN asked if he rightfully un- 
derstood that it was the late banking-house of the 
Bank of the United States that was to be pur- 
chased for a custom-house ? Cid 

Mr. BERRIEN said it was; not the old, but 4 
the new banking-house. fa 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, I wish to inquire ' 
of my excellent friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr 
Bucnanan,] whether these pure gentlemen, the 
officers of the customs, will not be defiled and cor- i 
rupted by going into it? (Great laughter.} zs 

r. BUCHANAN. They might be; but we : 
will take care to have it exorcised and purified 
before we let them into it. [Renewed laughter.] er, 

Mr. JOHNSON said there was no port in the nie 
Union that stood so much in need of a new cus- Re 
tom-house as New Orleans; and he hoped next ipa 
session to see some appropriation made for that 
purpose, seeing that it was too late this session to ee 
expect a motion to that effect would prevail. Soe 

he question was then taken on the amendment 

to purchase the banking-house of the United States 

Bank, and resulted—yeas 34, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Atchison, Atherson, Barrow, 

Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Henderson, H 


, 
Huntington, Jarnagin, Jolinson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Sevier, Simmona, Stur- 


geon, Talimadge, Tappan, Upham, Walker, Woodbridge, 
and Woodbury—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Baghy, Breese, Colquitt, Fair- 
field, Hannegan, Haywood, Lewis, and Semple—9. y 


So the amendment was adopted. 


The thirty-seventh amendment was to strike 
out ‘for outfit of chargé d’affaires to Texas, 
” 
, Mr. EVANS explained that it was under a 
misconception that this amendment had been rec- 7 
ommended. ’ ‘ 
The amendment was rejected. 


At the suggestion of Mr. WOODBURY, the 
word “late,” before “chargé d'affaires,” was 

ut in as an amendment, so as to apply to Mr. 
Murphy’s outfit. 

The thirty-éighth amendment was, in relation 
to repairs of the State-house in Florida, to strike 
out the following: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to pay to Sextus Shearer, out of the bal- 
ances of appropriations heretofore made for blacksmith’s 

nts, the sum of @1,523 05, for goods furnished 
the New York Indians. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was modified by 
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For the settlement of the claim of Sextus Shearer, for 
goods furnished the New York Indians, $1,523 05, to be 
said out of balances of appropriations heretofore made for 
Ciacksmith’s establishments in the Indian service. 

The amendment No. 4 was then reverted to; 
being to strike out the appropriation of $30,000 
for the marine hospital at the town of McDon- 
ough, apeeees New Orleans. 

‘The discussion on this subject was resumed by 


Messrs. BARROW and JOHNSON in favor of | 


the appropriation, and Mr. EVANS in favor of 
the amendment; and, finally, the amendment was 
rejested, 

['hisappropriation, and that for Jeremiah Smith, 
were transferred to more appropriate places in the 
bill, 

The committee’s amendments having been all 
gone through, 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the following ad- 
ditional amendments were adopted: 

Insert the word ‘‘for’’ before “ fish,’’ in the 
appropriation for the public grounds; striking out 
the word ‘annual’? where not required; striking 
out $3,500 for extra clerk hire, in the appropria- 
tion for the officer of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury Department; inserting $1,200 for light- 
ing Pennsylvania avenue; striking out, “ for outfit 


of minister to Brazil, to take effect on the 16th of | 


February, 1844, $9,000;”’ and adding to the gen- 


eral appropriation for outfits, ‘‘ for outfits to the | 


late and present minister to Brazil, and of,’’ and 
changing the sum to $49,500; adding to the appro- 
priation of $4,000 for expenses incidental to the 
issue of Treasury notes, the following proviso: 


Provided, That no part of this appropriation be applied, | 


and no compensation shall be made to any officer whose 
salary is established by law, for preparing, signing, and 
issuing eaid Treasury nvtes. 

Insert, in the appropriations for the office of 
the Register of the Treasury, the following: 

For the employment of a clerk, qualified to conduct and 


execute the statistical compilations and returns required | 


to be prepared in the Treasury Departinent for the use of 


Congress, agreeably to the joint resolution of the present | 


session, $1,500 . 


Mr. EVANS now moved to insert, as an addi- 
tional section, the following: 

That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and are hereby, authorized and required to settle the ac- 
count of Thomas Allen tor printing, for the use of Congress, 
the Compendium of the Sixth Census, according to the 
rates allowed by law lor executing other like printing of 
Congress; and that the sum found due, after deducting 
former payments, be paid to the said Allen, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. E. explained that this matter had been 
fully discussed last session in both Houses, and 
was well understood. A double quantity of the 
Compendium of the Census had been received and 
distributed; one portion from Mr. Allen, author- 
ized by contract with the Secretary of State, ac 
cording to law, and the other from Messrs. Blair 
& Rives, ordered by aclerk in the Department 
before any contract was authorized by law. The 
expenses of printing, in both cases, had been 
awarded last Congress, and this amendment was 


to pay the balance due to the authorized con- | 


tractor. 


Mr. WRIGHT regretted that this subject was | 


brought up in connection with this bill. True, it 
was an old acquaintance of the Senate. He had, 
last Congress, taken some pains to examine into 
it; but he could hardly trust to his memory now 
for all the particulars. He would ask the chair- 


man of the Finance Committee if a number of | 


copies of this Compendium, double that ordered, 
had not been contracted for, received, and distrib- 
uted; and, if the Government had not had the 
benefit of the one as well as the other supply; and 
whether the same compensation had not been 
made to both? 

Mr. EVANS said that one contract was au- 
thorized, and the other was not; it was his im- 
pee that as many copies of the former as the 
atter had not been received; and. that, therefore, 
the amount of compensation paid was wot the 
same. 


Mr. WRIGHT said he was sure they were the | 


| 


| 











j 


same. If additional compensation was now to be | 


made to one, the plain rule was evident that it 
should be made to the other. The indisputable 
facts were, that Blair & Rives were the legal print- 
ers of the Census, and he did not doubt that they 
had a profitable job; but since that, Congress had 





authorized the printing of aCompendium, under 
the superintendence of the State Department. 
The law said nothing about the printer. The 
same clerk who furnished a copy of the original 
Census to Messrs. Blair & Rives furnished them 
the copy of the compendium, and ordered them 
to proceed with the work. They could notknow 
that he did or did not exceed his powers, and 
they executed the work as ordered. When, how- 
ever, they had got it all, or nearly all, in type, 
they were called upon by the Secretary of State 
to return the copy, which they, in justice to them- 
selves, refused to do. They then, for the first 
time, learned that the Secretary of State repudi- 
ated the order of his clerk, and had contracted 
with the then editor of the Madisonian for the 
printing of the Compendium. Both printers went 
on and printed the number required by Congress, 
so that there were actually duplicate copies fur- 
nished, which Congress received and distributed. 
If Congress was now to pey extra compensation 
over that already allowed, why pay it to oneand 
not to the other? 

Mr. EVANS did not intend, at this late hour, 
both of the day and the session, to go over a mat- 
ter so well understood. He merely recapitulated 
the particulars as he understoodthem. It might 
be sufficient answer that Mr. Allen had applied 
for this compensation, furnishing satisfactor 

roof that he was entitled to it. Messrs. Blair 
tives had not made any such application, and 
the Finance Committee did not see any necessity 
for going beyond the case before it. 

Mr. WRIGHT would supply that deficiency 
by moving to amend the amendment by inserting 
after the name of Mr. Allen, the words “and 
Messrs. Blair & Rives.”’ 

Mr. EVANS could not, in the absence of equal 
proof of title, vote for the amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered on his amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that the House 
of Representatives last Congress, on a full review 
of the whole matter, made an adjudication alike 
on both cases, evidently considering them equally 
entitled to compensation. 

Mr. EVANS said the Senate never concurred 
in the idea that the contracts were equal, though 
they paid them both alike. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Waicurt’s 
amendment, to include the names of Blair& Rives, 
and resulted—yeas 22, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Hay- 
wood, Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Crit- 
tenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, 
Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Phelps, Porter, Upham, and Woodbridge—20. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that, although the 
amendment he had submitted had been adopted, 
he should vote against the amendmentas amended. 

Mr. EVANS proposed to withdraw the amend- 
ment, rather than both should be paid. 


Mr. BUCHANAN remarked that it could | 


not be withdrawn, the amendment having been 
amended. 


Mr. EVANS. Well, let the vote be taken by | 


eas and nays. 

Mr. PEA RCE explained the matter, as he un- 
derstood it, from having been a member of the 
committee of the other House last Congress, 
which investigated the matter, and argued that 
Blair & Rives’s authority to print under the first 
law of Congress authorizing the praia of the 
general census returns, was no authority for them 
to print the Compendium, though it was made 
out by the Superintendent of the Census, and fur- 
nished to them by him. The Superintendent 
exceeded his authority under the law in author- 
izing the printing of the Compendium. 

Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that he had 
voted with his colleague, relying on his informa- 
tion that it was right, in principle, to pay both; 
but as he found it was the intention of his col- 
league to vote against the amendmentas amended, 
he should move a reconsideration of che vote just 
taken, 

Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays on 
the reconsideration; and they were ordered. 

The question was taken on reconsidering the 
vote; and resulted—yeas 23, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
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Crittenden, Da Evans, Francis Huntingd 

n Jobnaoa, Mangum, Mitek, Miller, Morehead. Peace 
1€ Tr. e , ’ 
bridge.-23. ' ’ » Upham, and Woog’ 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Haanee? ? ~ 
woo uger, Lewis, Seyier, Sturgeon, Ta, —? 
Woodbury, and Wright 9.’ “Beon, Mappan, Walker ’ 

The question then recurred on Mr. 
amendment, to include the names of M 
& Rives; and resulted—yeas 20, nays 
lows: 


YEAS—Messts. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Ha 

wood, Huger, Lewis, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap y- 
Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—20. pan, 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien 

Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Huntington, Jarnagin, John, 
son, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Niles, Pearce 
Porter, Tallmadge, Upham, and Woodbridge—2)’ " 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The vote was then taken on the original amend. 
ment, and resulted—yeas 26, nays 13, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien 
Dayton, Evans, Francis, Huger, Huntington, 
Johnsen, MeDuale, Mangum, errick, Miller, Morehead, 

earce, Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Tallmadge,U 
Walker, and Woodbridge—26. ‘ om, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Hannegan, Stur- 
geon, Tappan, and Wright—13. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. BATES, chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions, $2,800 was inserted for 
extra clerks in the office of the Commissioner of 
Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. MERRICK, an addition of 
$200 was inserted for additional compensation to 
three assistant messengers in the office of the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury. 

Mr. LEWIS proposed and advocated the fol. 
lowing amendment: 

** For such compensation as the President may deem ad- 
equate, not exceeding the sum of four thousand dollars, to 
be paid to the counse! employed by his direction in defend- 
ing the interests of the United States against claims to land 
in Florida, alleged to have been granted by the Spanish 
government; and that two thousand dollars additionai be 
appropriated for continuing the said services of counsel {or 
the ensuing year, if the same shall be deemed necessary by 
the President.”’ 

This amendment, after discussion, was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved to insert the fullow- 
ing amendment: 

“Por outfit to David Porter, late minister resident to 
Turkey, to be paid to his legal representatives, $6,000.” 

Mr. B. stated the circumstances which had 
rendered this claim just and proper. Commo- 
dore Porter had been chargé d’affaires to Turkey 
for several years, when, on his return, at the in- 
stance of the Sultan, who wished to have frequent 
intercourse with him about naval affairs, but was 
prevented by etiquette, our mission not being of 
the rank of resident minister, he was sent back in 
the latter rank, but without the customary outfit. 
It was subsequently promised to him, but he 
never got it. His widow now needed this sum, 
having, like the widows of some of our bravest 
and most meritorious officers, been left without a 
dollar. 

Mr. EVANS, upon such an appeal, could make 
no resistance to the amendment; but he stated the 
circumstances @s he understood them, believing 
that any provision made originated only in the 
good wishes of some friend in Congress, and that 
the commodore himself, had he lived, would have 
made noclaim. The increase of rank and salary, 
with the original outfit, as chargé d’affaires, was 
considered all that could be expected by him. 

Mr. BUCHANAN took a different view of the 
subject. He appealed to a letter from Mr. For- 
syth to Commordore Porter as evidence that the 
claim was relied on. 

Mr. BERRIEN strongly advocated the amend- 
ment. 

It was unanimously adopted. 


Mr. BAYARD submitted two amendments, 
which, on discussion, appearing to be more ap- 
propriate to the Navy appropriation bill, he con- 
sented to withdraw—giving notice that he would 
move to insert them in that bill to-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the following 
amendment was adopted: 


Insert, for defraying the expenses of taking care of and 
Eons the botanical and horticultural specimens 
rought home by the exploring expedition, and for the sal- 
ary of the keeper, and enlarging the green-house, under the 
direction and control of the Joint Committee on the Library, 
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Mr. ARCHER moved to insert the following: 


or the discharge of judgments recovered the 
state of Virginia for commutation of the half pay for life 
~ mised to the Officers commanding in the line of that 
state in the war of the Revolution, $64,452 87. 


The amendment was rejected. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the follow- 
ing amendment was adopted: 

Add, at the end of the fifth section, and after the word 
“ood that no changes be made, except for non-compliance 
with the instructions of the Department, or the failure to 
furnish sufficient security. 


On motion of Mr. DAYTON, the following 
amendments were adopted: 
In the appropriation for the repairs of the Capitol, to 


For repairs to windows, glass, and glazing, heretofore 
done by John Purdy, $150 25; and for digging out the crypt, 
excavating, and making sufficient drains, paving points, 
and whitewashing lower story, under the north wing of the 
Capitol, cutting out additional windows for drying and im- 
proving the Supreme Court room, and passages, construct- 
ing a fuel vault, pursuant to the proposition of John Skir- 
ying, under date of June 3, 1844, $1,750 

The bill, as amended, was then reported back | 
to the Senate; and the amendments being con- 
curred in, (the question being on ordering them 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third | 


uume, 

oy McDUFFIE rose and asked the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations if the Sec- 
retary of State had not requested Cepneree 
for outfits not provided for in the bill? 

Mr. BERRIEN remarked that the chairman of 
the committee was not in his seat. 

Mr. EVANS answered for him, that a letter of 
the kind had been received relating to matters 
under consideration in executive session. 

The letter was read. 

In relation to several of these the committee 
had made provisions; the rest it was not thought | 


necessary to provide for at present. 
Mr. McDUFFIE moved to amend the bill by 


inserting an outfit for the new minister to Belgium. 

Mr. EVANS said it would be time enough next 
session, if necessary at all. 

Mr. McDUFFIE, It might be necessary, and 
therefore provision should be made. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The amend ments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 


DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 


Mr. WOODBURY now renewed his motion to 
reconsider the vote refusing to order the bill for 
the remission of duties on railroad iron to be en- 
grossed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN moved an adjournment. 

The Senate refused to adjourn—ayes 14, noes 14: 

Mr. BERRIEN stated his object to be to move 
an amendment to the bill authorizing the remis- 
sion of duties on railroad iron now on hand or on 
board ship, in fulfillment of contracts up to the 
15th of August next. 

Messrs. BUCHANAN and MILLER opposed 
both the reconsideration and the proposed amend- 
ment, 

_ On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate ad- 
journed—ayes 16, noes 13—at twenty minutes 
past eleven o’clock, p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunrspay, June 13, 1844. 


_Mr. JAMESON asked leave to offer a resolu- | 
tion providing for a recess for the remainder of 
the session from half past two till four o’clock. | 

Mr. WINTHROP hoped the gentleman would 
modify his resolution so as to provide for a recess 
for to-day only. This being the only day on 
which bills can be sent from one House to the 
other, a recess would be necessary; but there 
would be no occasion for it on any other day. 

Several members objecting, 

Mr. JAMESON moved a suspension of the 
rules; which was carried—ayes 76, noes 32. 

Mr. J. then moved the previous question; under 
the operation of which the resolution was agreed 


Mr. THOMPSON made an appeal to the House 
to take up a bill on the Speaker’s table, this being 
the last day on which it could be sent to the Senate. 

eh EASTERN HAABORS BILL. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
before the House was the appeal of the gentle- 





man from Massachusetts from the decision of the 
Chair against the motion to reconsider the vote 
on the eastern harbors bill. 

Mr. ADAMS claimed the floor, and refused to 
yield it; and then proceeded to explain the rea- 
sons which induced him to appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair; quoting, at the commence- 
ment of his remarks, the following clause in the 
Constitution of the United States: 

«Every bill which shall have passed the House of Rep- 
resertatives and the Senate, shall, before it become a law, 
be presented to the President of the United States; if he 
approve, he shail sign it; butif not, he shall return it, with 
his objections, to the House in which it shall have origin- 
ated, who shall enter the objections at large on their Jour- 
nal, and proceed to reconsider it. If, after such reconsid - 
eration, two thirds of that House shall agree to pass the bill, 
it shall be sent, together with the objections, to the other 
House, by which it shall likewise be reconsidered ; and if 
approved by two thirds of that House, it shall become a 
law. But in all such cases the votes of both Houses shall 
be determined by yeas and nays, and the names of the per- 
sons voting for and against the bill shall be entered on the 
Journal of each House respectively.” 


There was a provision that when a bill is re- 
turned by the President, with his objections, the 
objections, together with the bill, shall be entered 
on the Journal of the House, and the House shall 

roceed to reconsider it. To reconsider what? 

o reconsider the bill with the President’s objec- 
tions. Now, in the present instance, he main- 
tained there had been no reconsideration of the 
bill and objections by the House. Reconsidera- 
tion implies deliberation, and the direction that 
the President’s objections shall be entered on the 
Journal, implies that reconsideration shall be had 
with reference to the objections of the President. 
The members of the House could not have been 
prepared, on the reading that was had of this 
message a few days ago, to vote with reference to 





|| any of the objections contained in the message of 


the President returning this bill to the House. 
He, himself, had a very imperfect understanding 
of the message, upon hearing it read from the 
Clerk’s table; and it was not till this morning that 
he had had an opportunity of reading it. The mes- 
sage was not even ordered to be printed. We were 
forced to take the question on the bill itself under 
operation of the previous question, without any 
reference to the President’s objections, and with- 
out any consideration whatever. 

When this veto message was read, a member 
moved to postpone the whole subject till to-day, 
and shen,the revious question having been moved 
and anal the gentleman who occupied the 
chair decided that the main question would be 
upon the postponement; buft the Speaker coming 
in, reversed that decision, and decided that the 
main question would be upon the bill itself, cut- 
ting off the motion for postponement. Such being 
the decision of the Chair, a member from.Maine 
moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question had been ordered, for the member who 
moved the previous question did so under the 
mistaken idea that the question would be on the 
postponement, and that, therefore, the debate on 
this subject would notbe cut off. ‘Thus there never 
had been any reconsideration of the bill in the 
manner required by the Constitution. Mr. A. 
disclaimed imputing anything wrong to the 
Speaker or the gentleman who temporarily occu- 
pied the chair; though the consequence, he said, 
of their decisions was, that the subject was dis- 
posed of without that deliberation and that con- 
sideration which the Constitution prescribed. On 
the next day, according to the standing rules of 
the House, a member moved a reconsideration 
of the vote of the House on this bill, and the 
Speaker decided that the motion was out of or- 
der, because all the forms of the Constitution 
had been gone through with, and the subject was 
finally disposed of. From that decision he ap- 

aled; and he appealed on the ground that there 

ad been no reconsideration of the bill in the 
manner prescribed by the Constitution, Mr. A. 
then proceeded to examine the President’s objec- 
tions to the bill, and expressed his strong objec- 
tions to the veto power, which he considered anti- 
democratic. : 

The SPEAKER said that he would not be dis- 
aoe to trouble the House on this occasion, if it 

ad not been for some of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, in reference to what 
he seemed to think a strange coincidence—that 
one opinion had been expressed by the gentleman 
temporarily occupying the chair, and another 





The Chair returned for the 
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opinion had been expressed by the Speaker, over- 
ruling that decision. He was happy to hear the 
honorable gentleman disclaim the intention of 
casting any imputation either on himself or on 
the gentleman who temporarily occupied the chair; 
but still, the subject had been referred to in a 
manner which he felt it to be his duty to meetand 
to a At this period of the session, as was 
well known to every member of the House, the 
duties of the Chair were very laborious, and were 











| rendered so in consequence of the large amount 


of money it became his duty to disburse, and the 
number of accounts of members which he was 
obliged to settle. Availing himself of that occa- 
sion to leave the chair, and calling a friend to fill 


| it in his absence, he went to his room, and was 


there diligently engaged in business, when he was 
informed that a question was before the House 
in which the gentleman occupying the chair (who 
was not very familiar with parliamentary law) 


| was much embarrassed. He would take the occa- 


sion to say that, at the time he left the chair, he 
did not know that a message was in the House 
from the President on that subject, and he did 
not know that it was under consideration till in- 
formed of the fact by a member of the House, 
purpose of relievin 
the gentleman who was occupying his seat, an 
was informed by him what the question was. 
The Chair did not know of the decision upon 
which that question was predicated, until his 
attention was called to it by his colleague from 
Virginia. 

The House would doubtless recollect that he, 
on taking the chair, put the question on postpone- 
ment, when his colleague rose and asked whether 
he entertained the opinion that the effect of the 
previous question was to bring the House to a 
vote on the question of postponement, as had been 
decided by the gentleman temporarily in the chair. 
Being called upon to express his opinion, he did 
not hesitate to dissent from that given by the gen- 
tleman in the chair; and he decided that the effect 
of the previous question was to bring the House 
toa direct vote on the bill. It was said by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] that 
there was a decision pronounced at the last ses- 
sion of Congress which was-in conflict with the 
opinion he had given on this occasion. In making 
up his opinions, he was always governed by the 
rules of the House, by parliamentary law, and by 
the precedents established by the decisions of his 

redecessors. The main question on a motion 
ike this (for there could be but one main ques- 
tion) was invariably on the subject before the 
House; and, according to parliamentary law, cut 
off all amendments and all collateral questions. 
He laid it down that, according to the principles 
of parliamentary law, there could be but one main 
question. If a bill had been pending, either on 
its engrossment or passage, and the previous ques- 
tion had been called forand sustained by the House, 
all the amendments or collateral questions would 
be cut off; and there was but one exception, and 
that was the rule of this House which, in violation 
of parliamentary law, provided that the effect of 
the previous question was to bring the House to 
a direct vote on the pending amendments. But, 
until the gentleman could show that a postpone- 
ment was a pending amendment, the rule would 
not apply to nor support the case he was endeav- 
oring to make out. 

But it had been argued that this motion for re- 
consideration ought to be entertained. The Chair 
had held otherwise. How was it that a motion 
to reconsider was ever entertained? It was only 
in virtue of the rules of the House. Whenever 
a bill was passed or rejected, the rule provided 
that it was competent for any member of the ma- 
jority to move a reconsideration. He asked if 
this had not been already done in the case before 
them. The bill was passed some days ago, and 
it was no sooner passed but a motion was made 
to reconsider it. hat motion was rejected; all 
power under the rule was exhausted; the bill was 

d, and a motion to reconsider was rejected. 
And had it ever been heard of, when a motion to 
reconsider had once been made and rejected, that 
it could be renewed and again rejected? If that 
were so, where was the limit at which it was to 
stop? But the Chair held that there wasa power 
higher than the rules of this House; that power 
was that Constitution which he and each of them 
had sworn to maintain and defend. That Con- 
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stitution provided that, whenever a bill was re- 
turned by the President of the United States to 
the House in which it originated, it should be the 
duty of the House to proceed to reconsider it; 
and without that provision, the House never could 
have touched the subject yesterday at all. That 
Constitution, then, siood in the place of their rules, 
and was paramount to all rule. Itlaid down the 
rule of their proceedings; that rule had been com- 
plied with; and there was no power in the House 
to touch the subject again. On the best reflection, 
the Chair saw no cause to change the conclusion 
to which he had come. 

Mr. HOLMES inquired if the veto message 
was entered at length on the Journal, as the Con- 
stitution prescribed, before the House proceeded 
to the reconsideration of the bill? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that 
that was not done at the moment, but that it was 
done subsequently; and it appeared on the Journal 
when it was read the next morning. 

Mr.WHITE proposed to submit a few remarks 
on the question bpfore the House, which he held 
to be one of very greatimportance. He was com- 
pelled, by his convictions of whata properdecision 
should be, to differ with the Chair on this point, 
and to take an appeal from that decision. The 
question was a very narrow one, and the Chair 
had fallen into an error in relation to it. The 
question was not on the reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill was passed, but a recon- 
sideration of the vote taken in the attempt to pass 
it by the constitutional majority, after it had been 
returned with the President’s objections. That 
was the question, narrow and isolated, and the 
House, he contended, could entertain that motion 
to reconsider that vote. He argued that the rules 
of the House made provision for the reconsider- 
ation of any vote, on the day on which it was 
= or the day succeeding, and that there was no 

imit placed on the number of times which such 
motions should be made ard entertained. He read 
some precedents which bore him out in the posi- 
uion he had assumed, and proved that the decis- 
10n of the Chair ought not to be sustained. There 
was no difficulty in the way of entertaining the 
motion which had been made, nor could any evil 
arise out of it. ‘There was, however, evil in main- 
taining the decision of the Speaker, as it served 
to sustain and enlarge the ‘‘ one-man power,” 
which had been exercised in this case. He then 
reviewed the proceedings of the House yesterday, 
and contended that the House had been guided 
by the rules of the House, as well as the provis- 
ion in the Constitution which was applicable to 
such cases; for the vote was taken under the op- 
eration of the previous question, which had no 
sanction in the Constitution; they fell back on a 
rule of this House which was made by the same 
authority as the rule which gave the power to re- 
consider votes taken in this House; and by those 
rules, without conflicting with the Constitution, 
he insisted this motion was one which ought to 
be entertained. 

Mr. BAYLY, after stating the facts of the case 
as they existed, and reading the clause of the 
Constitution applicable thereto, said the simple 
question now was, shall the decision of the Chair, 
which has been appealed from, stand as the de- 
cision of the House? The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Apams] had contended that the 
House had not * reconsidered,’’ as prescribed by 
the Constitution, inasmuch as reconsideration 
implied deliberation; and he agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that, if this bill had 
not been reconsidered in fact, it would be their 
solemn duty, under that instrament which they 
had sworn to maintain and defend, to proceed to 
reconsider it. But had it been reconsidered? 
‘That was a matter to be determined by evidence; 
and the highest evidence, where a record was 
kept, was the record itself. Now, when the jour- 
nal of their proceedings of yesterday was read, 
it was found there recorded that the bill had been 
reconsidered, and that it had failed to pass by the 
constitutional majority; and, if the record was 
incorrect, the remedy which presented itself to the 
genuteman from Massachusetts was a motion to 
correctthe Journal. Butnosuch motion wasmade; 
and consequently the question was settled , and set- 
tled by the highest testimony to which they could 
resort. The gentleman from Massachusetts com- 
plained that the Constitution had not been com- 
plied with; but he had here shown that it had. 





| was sustained. 


| tleman from Massachusetts on the veto power, 
| which he had characterized as anti-democratic. 
| On that point he differed from that gentleman 
| toto celo. 
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If, however, there was too much precipitancy, 
that was, perhaps, a reason why the previous 

uestion ought not to have been sustained; and 
the proper couse for the gentleman from Msssa- 
chusetts would have been to move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the previous question 
But that was not done; and it 
was not his vocation to defend this House for any 
of its action; nor did he deem that defense was 
necessary. He might, however, observe that the 


| very act of voting implied consideration and de- 


liberation; for no one, he presumed, would vote 
without deliberation and consideration; but if 
if there was but little deliberation, it was, per- 
haps, because the question involved had been so 
long before the people, and so much discussed, 
that it was well understood. 

He went on to explain the constitutional pow- 
ers of the House in such cases, and contended 
that the House had done all that it had authority 
to do. He next noticed the remarks of the gen- 


The veto power, far from being anti- 
democratic, was one of the most democratic of its 
features. It enacted nothing; it inflicted no meas- 
ure on the country; it did nothing more than to 
enable the President, when he believed the Rep- 
resentatives ofthe people were running in a wrong 
direction, (to speak in a military phraseology,) 
to command a * halt’’ until the people could be 
heard. When the President believed the Repre- 
sentatives of the people put the public will at de- 
fiance, this power enabled him to grantan appeal 
from the decision of the Representatives of the 
people to the people themselves. That was all 
this veto power did; that was all that could be 
made of it, and he put it to this House and to the 
country, if it was such a dangerous feature as 
demagogues represented it to be, it should be 
stricken from the Constitution. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose to a question of 
order. He said there was but a very short por- 
tion of the session remaining, and he appealed to 
the House if it was now in order to discuss the 
wisdom and propriety of the veto power? 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY resumed, observing that he had 
no intention to be irrelevant, or to consume un- 
necessarily the time of the House; but the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts had been permitted 
to go out of his way to discuss the veto power, 
and some reply had Levens necessary. He then 
proceeded with some remarks on the exercise of 
that power by Mr. President Tyler, with which 
he concluded. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he should endeavor, 
in the few remarks which he proposed to offer, to 
confine himself to the question involved in the 
appeal, without reference to his feelings with 
regard to the veto, without reference to the fact 
whether he approved or disapproved of it, and 
without reference to any desire that he might 
entertain that the bill should pass ornot. He 
intended to treat it as an abstract question of order 
arising under the Constitution. ‘The statement of 
the case by the Chair, and its restatement by his 
honorable colleague, would relieve him from the 
task of going through a recital of the proceeding, 
so far as such recital was necessary to present the 
case properly and fairly before the House. That 
statement had totally refuted the ingenious argu- 
ments of the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
had endeavored to induce the House to confound 
discussion with consideration, asserting that it 
was buta solemn mockery for the House to record 
their votes without opening the door for a pro- 
tracted debate. Judging from what had hereto- 
fore been the practice in this House, debate implied 
the very reverse of consideration, preventing, by 
its latitudinous character, a consideration of the 
question before the House. 

As to the charge that the House had acted with- 
out consideration, whether it were true or false, it 
did not affect the principle involved in this ques- 
tion; and as to the charge that the House had 
sustained the previous question under a false im- 
a believing that the main question would 
e upon the motion for postponement, if there was 
such false impression, the House had an oppor- 
tunity to correct it at the time; for, upon its ing 
intimated by the then occupant of the chair that 
the question would be upon postponement, notice 
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was given by the from Ken 

Wuire,} as well as himself, that a Th. 
would be resisted. The House, therefore oe 
full knowledge that the question would be teed . 
But when the decision was made, and very ; » 
erly made, by the Speaker, that the question oe 
be on the passage of the bill, notwithstanding th, 
objections of the President—when it was asce . 
certained that that would be the main question 
a motion was made to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question was ordered; and the Hoy 
refused to reconsider it. The House felt them. 
selves enabled, without further discussion, to ro. 
cord their votes upon the bill. No one, he believed 
denied that the proceedings which occurred on the 
return of the bill were in pursuance of, and in cop. 
formity with, the Constitution; and the sim le 
on now was, were those proceedings, bein 
thus in pursuance of the Constitution, to be 
revived by indefinite reconsiderations of every 
vote? 

He would not go into a discussion of the veto 
pomee, euneat simply to make a reference in con. 
nection with the question. They knew that 
under the English Government, the veto power 
was an absolute power. It was there a veto in 
fact. Our executive was invested with a modif- 
cation of that power, and that modification wag 
to make it conform to our republican institutions, 
It was not, therefore, anti-democratic. Under the 
English form of government, the monarch was 
hereditary; in ours, the President, being elective, 
was himself the embodiment of the popular voice, 
Instead, then, of giving him an absolute veto, as 
under the English Government, he was author- 
ized only to interpose his objections. ‘These ob- 
jections were sent back to the legislative body in 
order that they might review their act and ascer- 
tain whether, in those objections, the President 
had given expression to the popular voice. In 
this view of it, the exercise of the veto power was 
but the exercise of the right of the people to inter- 
pose. If the veto pose was absolute, the House 
could take no further proceedings; but because it 
was modified into executive objections, the Con- 
stitution itself had provided a proceeding founded 
upon those objections. And they were bound to 
look to the Constitution alone for a guide for those 
proceedings; for, while the Constitution author- 
ized the House to determine rules for the govern- 
ment of its proceedings, those rules must be in 
conformity with, and in subordination to, the law 
of the land as prescribed by the Constitution. 
In additition to the sage in the Constitution, 
which permitted the esse to frame its own rules, 
there was another provision to this effect: Every 
order or resolution shall be presented to the Pres- 
ident of the United States; and, before the same 
shall take effect, shall be approved by him; or, 
being disapproved by him, shall be repassed by 
two thirds of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, according to the rules and limitations 
prescribed in the case of a bill. When, therefore, 
the question arose under the Constitution, ‘* Shall 
the bill pass, notwithstanding the objections of 
the President?’’ that question was subject to all 
the rules and*limitations prescribed in the case of 
a bill. What were those rules and limitations? 
Why, if the majority were not prepared at once 
to act, it would be competent to postpone the 
consideration to another day. So the majority, 
if they had not been prepared to act in the case 
of the bill which gave rise to this question, might 
have refused to entertain the previous question. 
They had all the protection afforded them by the 
rules and limitations prescribed in case of a bill. 
The House sustained the previous question, 
thereby declaring that they were ready to act, 
and that no debate was necessary. It was in 
vain to say that the requirements of the Consti- 
tution had not been complied with. They had 
been complied with to the very letter. 

What would be the effect if the opinion of the 
Chair should be overruled? If a reconsideration 
could be had in such a case, where would be the 
limitation? The House would be involved in 
endless reconsiderations, which would be absurd. 

The SPEAKER explained, in reference to the 
decision made by the Chair, that he was under a 
misapprehension at the time as to the decision 
pronounced by his predecessor, (Mr. Boyp.] The 
motion upon which that decision was made being 
a motion to refer the message of the President with- 
out the bill, the decision was perfectly correct. 
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Mr. HOLMES said he approved of the veto; 
but there was a higher question before the House, 
namely, Whether they should pursue the course 

rescribed by the Constitution itself on reconsider- 
phe bill. ‘The Constitution directed that when 
«bill was returned with the objections of the Pres- 
jdent, the objections should be spread at length 
upon the Journal, and that the House should then 

roceed to reconsider the bill. ‘The question was, 
Pad they entered the objections at length upon 
the Journal? The answer wasa plain one; the 
had not: because they could not. But the Chair 
had declared’ that the requisitions of the Consti- 
tution were ~ O with, and the bill had been 
reconsidered. ith all deference to the Chair, 
he thought otherwise. The rule of the House 
prescribed that they should reconsider any vote 
upon motion for that purpose, provided twenty- 
four hours’ notice were given of such motion, 

Mr. COBB moved the previous question. 

Mr. JAMESON ane that the whole subject 
be laid upon the table. 

A call of the House was demanded, but not 
ordered—ayes 67, noes 71, by tellers. 

Mr. JAMESON, at the request of several mem- 
bers, withdrew hi motion; and the question re- 
curred on seconding the demand for the previous 
question. . 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put—viz: “‘ Shall 
the opinion of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?’”’ 

Mr. WHITE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, were—yeas 97, nays 85, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Benton, Edward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, 
Aaron V. Brown, Burt, Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dawson, Dilling 
ham, Douglas, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farle:, Ficklin, French, 
Hale, Hammett, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hub- 
ard, Hubbell, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Jameson, Cave Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, Mathews, McCauslen, McClernard, Mc- 
Connell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, 
Payne, Davia 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, 
Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Sey- 
mour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, John T. Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stewart, 
Stone, Taylor, shecepret Tibbatts, Tucker, Wentworth, 
Williams, Woodward, Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Jeremiah Brown, Butlington, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Dean, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dunlap, Ellis, Fish, Florence, Foot, Giddings, 
Willis Green, Byram Green, Grider, Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Hays, Herrick, Holmes, Hudson, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, 
Daniel P. King, Leonard, Lyon, Marsh, McClelland, Mcll- 
vaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, 
Patterson, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. 
Potter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles 
M. Reed, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Albert Smith, 
Spence, Strong, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Weth- 
ered, White, Winthrop, and William Wright—85. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and the committee resumed 
the consideration of the bill making appropria- 
tions for the pay of the Navy. 

Mr. BARNARD offered an amendment de- 
claring that the Navy Department commenced, 
without due authority of law, the construction of 
the iron steamers, and addressed the committee in 
support of his amendment. 

_Mr. DEAN expressed his surprise that such a 
bill should have been presented to the considera- 
uon of that House. e have already had a bill 
before us making appropriations for the Navy to 
a very large mount; and though he had been en- 
deavoring to arrest the course of extravagance in 
that branch of the service, and bring its expendi- 
tures within just and reasonable bounds, he had 
the mortification to see a new bill introduced, pro- 
viding for greater abuses.and extravagances than 
he was aware existed. However great were the 
abuses and extravagances in that Be tment, of 
which the country had complained so loudly, the 
all sank into utter insignificance compared wi 
the enormous abuses about to be covered by the 
bill before the House. It was nothing less than 
a bill making aeoepenvens to the amount of 
$750,000, which had been expended by the De- 
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| iture of money for such purposes was worse than 
|| useless. In his remarks on this subject, he was 








partment in virtue of its own will and pleasure, 
and without the sanction of any law whatever; 





and the House wag called on to approve this pro- || interrupted by the expiration of his hour. 
—e _. || Mr. McKAY said he would not follow the ex- 
He had supposed that any Department which || ample of the gentleman from Ohio, whose remarks 


took upon itself the power of expending the ‘ona || had no reference to the bill under consideration, 
lic money, without authority of law, would have || but direct his attention to the pending question. 
been subjected to the severest rebuke of Congress. || He then directed the attention of the House to 
He had supposed that this would have been a || an executive communication, which showed the 
reform Congress, and thatall the abuses of this Ad- | necessity of the appropriations which were now 
ministration would be ferreted out and corrected; || asked for. He then contended that these appro- 
but in this he had been grievously disappointed. || priations were essentially necessary, and must be 
He had endeavored to get the consent of the || made, though he would not hesitate to join in a 


House to take up the Navy retrenchment bill, || vote of censure on those who had undertaken 
which would correct all these abuses, but he had 


been mistaken; and so far from being able to get 


the bill before the House, he had been unable 


even to get the yeas and nays on the question of 
taking it up. There was great reason for this. 
This Navy Department had been for the last two 
years the great vortex which had swallowed up 
two thirds of the revenues of the Government. 
In 1840, a law was passed that no money should 
be expended for the building of ships without the 
express sanction of Congress; and yet, in defiance 
of this law, the Navy Department had gone on 
to build an iron steamship at Pittsburg, and six 
sloops-of-war; and he was told that part of the 
appropriations in this bill were to complete these 
vessels. Mr. D. then spoke of the utter useless- 
ness of these steamships on the western waters, 
and referred to the number of ships that were 
now rotting for want of use, both on the stocks 


was clamorous for building more ships. ‘There 
were not only more ships now built and building 
than could be used, but there were three times 
as many officers as could be employed. There 
were ninety-six commanders, with salaries of 
oa a year, while there was only employment 
or 


only eighteen. 

e then referred to the number of officers wait- 
ing orders, and on leave of absence, and said that 
the country would be astonished to for such offi- 
cers the country was now paying $283,700 a year; 
and that, by referring to th 


twenty years, more than half of the officers of 
the Navy were drawing their pay and emolu- 
ments while at home, on leave of absence, or 
waiting orders. 

Mr. D. spoke of many other abuses in the Navy, 


his great regret that he had not been able to get 
the 
He alluded to the expenses of this Government 


amounting to several million dollars—in the latter 


1840, under Mr. Van Buren’s administration; and 
in commenting on that fact, he condemned the 
Whig statements of the extravagance of Demo- 
cratic rule. He spoke of Whig professions of 
retrenchment and reform, which he should hence- 


forth treat as a humbug; and to illustrate Whig | 


ssa he reminded the House of what a Whig 
ouse of Representatives did during the last Con- 
gress in relation to the public printing. To obtain 
credit for an adherence to profession, they stipu- 
lated with their Printers to perform their duties 
at a reduction of twenty per cent. below the rates 


of printing fixed by the resolution of 1819; but | 


on the last night of the session, by a simple and 
obscure clause in an appropriation bill, that same 
House voted a bonus of near fifty thousand dol- 
lars to their Printers, being, in fact, twenty-five 
per cent. more for their printing than in justice 
they wereentitled to. Healsoreminded the House 
that a Whi 

5000 to the widow of General Harrison; and 
or these and various other like acts of extrava- 
gant injustice they, had been signally rebuked by 


the people, as was evidenced by the changed po- 


litical complexion of this House. 


He then returned to this bill, and after denoune- 
ing extravagance in its incipient state, inasmuch 


and laid up in ordinary; and particularly referred | 
to the magnificent ship Delaware, which had just | 
returned from a cruise, and was dismantled, and | 
laid up to rot at Norfolk, while the Department | 


thirty-eight of them; and there were sixty- | 
eight captains, while there was employment for | 


e records of the Navy | 
Department, it would be found that, for the last | 


ouse to act on his Navy retrenchment bill. | 


in the years 1840-41, to show the vast increase— | 


of those years, under Whig rule, over those of | 





Congress had made a donation of 


many works without authority of law,and thereby 
incurred liabilities which the country must liqui- 
date. 
one of their own high executive officers; and what 
would they do? Would they repudiate? Na; no 
one would assent to that. 


Those liabilities had been undertaken by 


In his remarks on this-subject, he was arrested 


by the arrival of the hour fixed for the recess. 





AFTERNOON SESSION. 
At four o’clock, the Chairman of the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union called the 
committee to order. 


Mr.McKAY continued his remarks from where 


he left off when the recess took place, and ex- 
plained the various items of appropriation which 
were provided for in the bill. 


After a brief explanation from Mr. BAR- 


NARD, 


Mr. McKAY moved that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JAMESON then offered a resolution to 


terminate debate on the bill within ten minutes 
after the House should resolve itself into the Com- 


mittée of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
that the committee should then proceed to vote 
on the amendments; after which, it should report 
the bill to the House. 

This resolution being adopted, 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House again 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dromcoote in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for certain [naval] 
objects therein named. 

r. DARRAGH addressed the committee in 

a brief explanation of the appropriation for the 

iron steamship building at Pittsburg, and de- 

fended the conduct of the Secretary of the Navy 
(Mr. Upshur) in commencing that work. 

The question was then put on Mr. Barwarp’s 


, : , a, ‘| amendment; and it was agreed to. 
which he said required correction; and expressed | , 8 


Mr. McKAY offered an amendment to increase 
the approppriation in the item for increase, re- 
pairs, and armament of the Navy, (including 
steamers on the lakes, and wear and tear of ves- 
sels,) from $120,000 to $138,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
to the House; when, under the operation of the 
previous question, the amendments made in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
were concurred in. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

Mr. HALE called for the previous question on 
the passage of the bill; which being seconded by 
the House, and the main question ordered, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and the question being 
taken, the bill was passed—yeas 102, nays 56. 


PRIVATE LETTER EXPRESSES. 


Mr. COBB introduced a resolution to terminate 
debate on the bill toamend the lawsin relation to 
the Post Office Department in five minutes after 
the House shall have resumed the consideration 
of that bill in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


After several ineffectual attempts to discharge, 
by resolution, the Committee of the Whole from 
bills before it, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Hasan in the chair,) and resumed the con- 


as it soon stalked forth with a bold front if not || sideration of the bill toamend the laws in relation 


checked in its inception, asked what use there was 
for an iron steamer on Lake Erie. The expend- | 


to the Post Office Department. 
Mr. CLINGMAN was entitled to the floor; 
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allotted to the debate on this bill. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE spoke through the residue 
of the time-—two minutes. 

Mr. DANA then moved to strike out the first 
section, and insert a substitute—which appeared 
to be the first section of the bill reported by that 
gentleman from the minority of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, to reduce the rates 
of postage, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOPKINSraised the point oforder whether 
that amendment was in sale: as it related to an 
entirely different subject. The bill before the 
committee proposed to protect the Post Office rev- 
enue, by the punishment of express letter carriers; 


but this amendment proposed a reduction of the || 


rates of postage. 


The CHAIRMAN decided that it was in order. 


The title of the bill was “A bill to amend the |! 


laws relating tothe Post Office Department;” and 
he was of opinion that the amendment was rele- 
vant, 

Mr. HOPKINS appealed from the decision of 
the Chair; and on the appeal tellers were called 
for, and Messrs. Hanatson and Jameson were 
a) and they reported—ayes 63, noes 66. 

$0 the decision of the Chair was reversed. 

The other sections of the bill were read through, 
and amended on motion of Mr. HOPKINS; in 
some cases verbally, and in others for the pur- 
pose of making the bill more stringent. 

Mr. DANA moved to strike out section six 
when it was under consideration, and to substi- 
tute all the sections of his bill except the first, 
which the House had refused to receive as a sub- 
stitute for an carly section in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order, pursuant to the decision of the 
committee on the recent appeal. 

Mr. DANA appealed; Cue the committee sus- 
tained the decision of the Chair, the vote being— 
ayes 84, noes 33. 

Mr. KING, of New York, moved to add an 
we section to abolish the franking privi- 
ege. 

Tie CHAIRMAN decided that amendment to 
be out of order. 

Mr. COLLAMER offered an amendment by 
way of proviso, to provide that nothing in this 
act should be construed as prohibiting the pub- 
lishers of newspapers from distributing their 
newspapers by post-riders or carriers who are not 
carriers of the mail. 

The amendment wa agreed to. 

Mr. DANA offered sundry amendments, which 
were ruled out of order. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the committee 
rose, and reported the bill, with the amendments. 
_Mr. THOMPSON moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JAMESON inquired whether this bill 
would take precedence over those heretofore re- 
ported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER said it would take its place in 
the order in which it was reported. 


POWER OF DECLARING WAR, 

Mr. BARNARD moved a suspension of the 
rules, in order to enable. him to offer certain res- 
olutions, declaring that Congress alone possesses 
the power of declaring war. 

Mr. HOLMES offered an amendment to the 
resolutions, and desired that it might be read. 

The reading was objected to. 

The SPEAKER observed that the original res- 
olutions not having been yet received, the amend- 
ment, of course, was not in order. 

Mr. BARNARD demanded the yeas and nays 
on his motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, were—yeas 56, nays 123. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. STETSON moved a suspension of the 
rules, that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the view of taking up the bill regulating the 
rates of postage; and demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL raised the point of 
order, whether a member was at liberty to stand 
i the area in front of the Speaker’s chair, instead 


of rising from his seat when about to make a mo- 
ion. 
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The SPEAKER ruled that the motion made by 
the gentleman from New York was properly made, 
as the gentleman was standing in the range of the 
front seats. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, were—yeas 97, nays 78. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into committee acccordingly, (Mr. 
Wiyturop in the chair. 

Mr. STETSON moved that the committee take 
up the bill regulating the rates of postage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, moved to take upSen- 
ate bill No. 90. 
| Mr. HOLMES moved totake up the light-house 
| bill. 
| 





Mr. McKXAY moved to take up the Indian ap- 
| propriation bill 

Appropriation bills having preference over all 
others, the question was first put on Mr. Mc- 
| Kay’s motion; and—by ayes 58, noes 68, taken 
by tellers—it was negatived. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Stetson’s 
motion to take up Senate bill (No. 51) fora reduc- 
| tion of the rates of postage, &c.; and—by ayes 

64, noes 80, taken by tellers—it was negatived. 

The question was then put on the motion of 
Mr. Saurn, of [Ilinois, to take up Senate bill No. 
90, being an act to grant to the State of Illinois 
a right of way through the public lands, &c.; and, 
by ayes 55, noes 58, the motion was negatived. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee take 
up the bill making appropriations for certain light- 
houses; which motion was agrecd to—ayes 68, 
noes 58. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON moved to strike out the first 
two appropriations in the bill, with a view to test 
the sense of the House as to the extraordinary 
increase of the light-house system. 

After some remarks from Messrs. HOLMES 
and HAMLIN in favor of the bill, 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the committee 
rose and reported progress. 

Mr. WINTHROP then offered a resolution 
that all debate shall cease on the bill within ten 
minutes after the House should, go into into the 
Committee of the Whole, and that the amend- 
ment should then be acted on, and the bill re- 
reported to the House; which resolution was 
adopted—ayes 85, noes 65. 

On motion of Mr. WINTHROP, the House 
again resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. Wintunor in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the light-house bill. 

After some few remarks from Messrs. PAR- 
MENTER and MORSE, the question was taken 
on Mr. C. Jonnson’s motion, and it was rejected. 

Mr. BARNARD offered an amendment appro- 
priating Pee for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Hudson river. 

The CHAIRMAN decided that the amendment 
was not in order, on the ground that it introduced, 
under color of an amendment, a proposition in- 
consistent with the nature of the bill before the 
House. 

Mr. , of Illinois, offered an amend- 
ment to appropriate $10,000 for a light-house at 
Astoria, on the Columbia river. 

The vote (taken by Messrs. Cops,and Wricut 
of Indiana, tellers) was thirty-two in the affirm- 
ative. No further count took place. 

Some like ap ropriation for Galveston, Texas, 
was offered and rejected. 

Some ineffectual attempts were made to get 
appropriations for various points by the members 
representing thuse sections of the country. 

Mr. SLIDELL offered an amendment, as fol- 
ows: 

For the erection of a light-house on Horn Island, 
$15,000. 

For the erection of a light-house on Round Island, 

’ 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. STILES offered the following amendment: 


For the erection of beacons in the Savannah river and 
on the coast of Georgia, $3,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was subsequently offered re- 
peatedly, each time with a diminished sum spe- 
cified; and ultimately, _ was appropriated. 

Mr. PATTERSON offered the following amend- 
ment: . 


For repairing the pier, and building a foundation upon 
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which to construct a light-house at the mouth 
esee river, in thé State of New York, $25,000 


000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Various other amendments were adopted whe 
the committee rose, and reported the bil| * the 
House. ’ 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he arose to ma 
the usual motion, as he wished to hasten the busi. 
ness as much as possible, seeing it was so lat. 
not only in the session, but in the evening, But 
he wanted to say a word to the friends of the bil}. 
and that was, that they must be watchful of some 
of the amendments that had been added, in order 
to render the bill ineffectual. It was too common 
in this House to add amendments in order to kill 
a bill, which could not otherwise be done. He 
would say no more now, after thus cautionin 
the friends of the bill, but move the previous ques- 
tion. 

So the bill was laid aside, to come up in order 
with the previous question pending. : 

DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to suspend the rules to 
enable the House to proceed with such bills ag 
were to be sent to the Senate for concurrence, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House then took up the bill to repeal the 
duty on salt. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to postpone it till 
the first Monday in December next. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
order. A motion to postpone toa day certain, 
within the session, or a motion for indefinite post- 
ponement only, would oa order. 


of the Gen. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON sa he would be willing 
to pass the bill by informally, provided it did not 
lose its place on the Calendar, and could come up 
next session. 

The suggestion was acquiesced in, by general 
consent, and the bill passed over accordingly. 


UNAUTHORIZED LAND SALES. 


The House then took up the bill to authorize 
repayment for lands sold by the United States 
without the authority of law; and after concur- 
ing in the amendments made in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed, and then read the third 
time, and passed, under the operation of the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HAMMETT moved that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 


HEIRS OF CAPTAIN THORNTON. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Captain Presley Thornton, de- 
ceased, being the next on the Calendar, was, by 
general consent, laid over until the next session. 


LAND SALES IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill to legalize the sales of lands made at 
the Chocchuma and Columbus land districts, 
Mississippi, was considered, and, after a brief 
explanation from Mr. HOUSTON, it was ordered 
to ° engrossed, and then read the third time, and 


passed. PAY FOR HORSES. 


The bill making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of horses lost by the Missouri volunteers in 
the Florida war was taken up, and read; and after 
a brief discussion, it was ordered to be engrossed, 
and then read the third time, and passed, under 
the operation of the previous question—yeas 91, 
nays 67. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following petition was presented to-day under the 
rule: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of Jane Hackney, 
widow of John ats late a revolutionary pensioner 
on the Virginia agency, from the county of Russell, asking 
to be placed on the pension roll; in which petition James 
P. Carroll and thirteen others, citizens of the same county, 
unite; which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 





IN SENATE. 
Fara, June 14, 1844. 

The PRESIDENT tempore laid before the 
Senate a message {rose the President of the Uni- 
ted States, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate, copies of correspondence 
with the Government of Mexico in relation to the 


expulsion of citizens of the United States from 
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toper California; which, on the motion of Mr. 
EVANS, was ordered to lie on the table. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for 
the immediate annexation of Texas to the United 
Gates; Which was ordered to lie on the table. 
“Mr. BREESE presented a memorial from 
Thomas Bassnett, of Illinois, proposing to impart 
io the Government, for a conisderation, his in- 
yention of the principle of the theory of storms; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 

Iture. 

“Me. BENTON presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying that 
the naturalization laws may be so changed as to 
require of foreigners a residence of twenty-one 
years before conferring upon them the rights of 
citizenship; which was ordered to lie on the 
ble. 

"Ths, a petition from Reuben H. Grant, of 
Mississippi, praying compensation for services 
and expenses in defending the interests of the 
United States in the investigation of the Choctaw 
claims under the fourteenth article of the treaty 
of Dancing Rabbit creek; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented four memorials from 
citizens of the county of Albany, New York, 
praying that the law regulating elections of Pres- 
went and Vice President of the United States, 
which passed the House of Representatives, may 
be so passed by the Senate as to make its provis- 
ions applicable to the election of 1844; which 
was ordered to lie on the table—the bill having 
been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented resolutions adopted 
by a large meeting of the citizens of Pickens dis- 
trict, South Carolina; and also the the proceed- 
ings of a large meeting of citizens of Abbeville 
district, South Carolina, in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Texas to the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 

similar to those already presented, for a reform 
in the naturalization laws; which was referred to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. B. expressed the hope that that committee 
would make a report on this subject before the 
adjournment, as requested by the memorialists. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, 
moved that that committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the widow 
of ‘Thomas Edwards, and that the petitioner have 
leave to withdraw her papers; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Samuel Walker and Francis Y. 
Beatty, praying to be remunerated for injuries sus- 
tained by them while employed on the Treasur 
building, in the city of Washin ton; and an ad- 
verse report on the petition of William Archer, 
praying compensation for the plan and estimates 
furnished by him for the construction of the 
re bridge; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the Committee 
on the District of Columbia was discharged from 
the further consideration of the memorial of a 
number of citizens of Alexandria, praying that 
all legislation in relation to that town be sus- 

ended; the resolution of the Legislature of 

laine in favor of repealing the law of the States 
and Territories which render persons of color 
liable to arrest and imprisonment, and to be sold 
for jail fees; and from the bill of the Senate to 
regulate the return of writs and other process in 
the county of Alexandria, in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse re- 
port on the joint resolution of the Senate for the 
relief of Sellers and Pennock. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back, withoutamendment, 
and with a recommendation that they do pass, 
the bills from the House for the relief of Abelard 
Guthrie, and for the relief of Frangois Christian 
and Madame Baptiste Berard. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the same committee, re- 
vorted back, with amendments, House bill for 
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the relief of Walcott Allyn Strong and Pierre 
Derbanne; and, on his motion, the previous or- | 
ders of the day were postponed, and the above | 
bill was taken up as in Committee of the Whole; 

the amendments being agreed to, it was reported 

to the Senate, and finally passed. The report | 
accompanying was ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the Commit- || 
tee on Claims was discharged from the further || 
consideration, for the want of time to complete || 
|| Mr.McDUFFIE demanded Seen and nays. 


the investigation, of the memorial of William 
Smith and others, assignees of the Pennsylvania | 
Bank of the United States, touching a certain | 
claim. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on | 
Private Land Claims, reported back, without | 


amendment, and with a recommendation that it i| 
do pass, the bill from the House for the relief of || 


Woodson Wren, of Mississippi. Mr. H. asked 
for the consideration of the bill now. 


EXTRA PAY TO PAGES, ETC. 
On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, the reso- 


lution introduced by him yesterday to allow ex- || 
tra pay to the pages and messengers of the Sen- || 


ate, was taken up, read three several times, and | 
agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The bill making appropriation for the civil and | 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the fiscal | 
year ending 30th June, 1845, was read the third | 
time, and passed. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. | 


j 


Mr. McDUFFIE said he desired to reply | 


briefly to the remarks of the Senator from Mis- || 


souri, [Mr. Benron,] made yesterday on the bill | 
for the annexation of Texas. He desired that | 
that bill might be taken up, to enable him to make | 
the reply. 
Mr. EVANS said there was no doubt that some | 
time during the morning an opportunity might be 
afforded the Senator from South Carolina; but he 
must insist on having the appropriation bills dis- | 
posed of first. 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TAPPAN, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution for giving to the public the benefit of 
the engravings made for the account of the ex- 
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| Mr. WALKER said he intended to make no 


remarks, provided the resolutions were not de- 
bated by others. He hoped, at any rate, the vote 
would be taken. 

Mr. ARCHER said if the honorable Senator 
chose to have the vote taken without a word on 
either side, he would withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

The question now being on the adoption of the 
resolutions, 


The yeas and nays were ordere 

Mr. CHOATE made some remarks, under- 
stood to be against the propriety of calling for the 
executive documents, which could only have the 
effect of creating excitement. Even if the law 
existed, the Congress of the United States did 
not know what construction had been given to 
it. The resolution was a subject proper to be 
sent to a committee before action upon it by the 
Senate. 


| Mr. WALKER said if the subject was to be 


discussed, he wanted to read some documents to 
show the construction which had been given the 
act, and some consular certificates issued by that 
Government to have it carried into effect. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to refer the reso- 
lutions to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. EVANS moved to lay them on the table. 
Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays 
| on the motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 





|| taken, resulted in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 


| 20; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Francis, 
Huntington, Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Pearce, Porter, 
Simmons, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—21. 


|| NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, 


Buchanan, Fairfield, Fulton, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, 
Lewis, Merrick, Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tall- 
madge, Walker, Woodbury, and Wright—20. 


So the resolutions were laid on the table. 
ELECTION OF ELECTORS. 


Mr. ATHERTON said he rose to make a mo- 
tion, both on account of the importance of the sub- 
ject to which it related, and also because the Legis- 
lature of the State which he had the honor in part 
to represent, had passed a resolution evincing 
their sense of its importance. ‘That Legislature 
had, as long ago as 1841, instructed the Senators 





ploring expedition; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


LIEUTENANT BRAGG. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Breese, some days since, 
calling upon the proper Department to report to 
the Senate the proceedings of the court-martial in 
the case of Lieutenant Braxton Bragg, ofthe Army; 
when, on motion of Mr. EVANS, it was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


RECESS. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was ordered that 
the Senate take a recess from half pasttwo o’clock 
to half past four o’clock, p. m. 


ENGLISH PRESUMPTION. 


On motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate took 
up for consideration the following resolutions 
submitted by him on Wednesday: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to inform the Senate whether the Parliament of 
Great Britain has passed any act extending its criminal 
jurisdiction to the United States, so as to subject any por- 
tion of their citizens, or persons within their limits, to its 
penalties, for acts done within the same, and to communi- 
cate a copy of said act, if any such there be, together with 
any information he may possess as to the means which may 
have been adopted to carry its provisions into effect. 

Resolved, That he be also requested to inform the Sen- 
ate whether the Government of Great Britain has issued 
circulars to its diplomatic or consular agents to collect 
information as to the condition of gny portion of our pop- 
ulation ; and, if so, to transmit to Senate a copy thereof, 
if in his possession, together with any information he may 
possess as to the object of issuing the same. 


Mr. WALKER said he was anxious for the 
adoption of the resolutions, which were merely 
a call for information. If they could be passed 
without discussion, he would ae with any 
remarks, and with laying before the Senate some 
documents which he intended to read to it upon 
the subject. 

Mr. ARCHER said he did not think the subject 
of the resolutions a fit subject to occupy the time 
of the Senate at so late a period; and he there- 
fore moved to lay them on the table. 


Se eee 


of the State to use their exertions to procure the 
passage of a law to fix the same day or days for 
the choice of presidential electors throughout the 
United States. He therefore moved that the pre- 
vious orders be postponed, and the bill of the 
House on the ooiiect which had been reported 
by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, with 
amendments, be now taken up. 

Mr. EVANS heped that the Senator from New 
Hampshire would not now press his motion, as 
there were one or two appropriation bills to be 
disposed of. He thought there would, after that, 
be an opportunity for the motion, 

Mr. A THER ON inquired of the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, whether it was his in- 
tention to call up the bill during the present ses- 
sion? 

Mr. BERRIEN raplied that he could only say 
he had no instructions from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee on that subject. He reported the bill with 
amendments, in discharge of the duties imposed 
on him by the committee. 

Mr. EVANS said if the Senator from New 
Hampshire would give way for the appa 
bills, he would himself interpose no objection then 
to taking up the bill. 

Mr. ATHERTON said if there could be an 
understanding that the bill showld be taken upin 
the course of the day, he would assent to the 
course proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. DAYTON. No pledges. No pledges. 

Mr. EVANS said he did not refer to a general 
understanding; but all he meant was, he would 
interpose no objection. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he then felt it his dut 
to persist in his motion, and asked the yeas a 
nays on the question. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question on postponing the previous or- 
ders to take up this bill was then taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 24, nays 22; as 
folows: . 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton Bar- 
row, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Fairfield, pag bo 


EES 
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1, Haywood, Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Niles, Semple, 
vier, Rtuzgeon, Tallmadge, ‘appah, Walker, Woodbury, 
and Wrigit-—?4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evana, Foster, Francis, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Johnson, Mangum Miter, Pearce, 
Porter, Simmons, Upham, White, and Woodbridge—22. 


The bill was then taken up as in Committee of 
the Whole, and read: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the time of chovusing the electors o' 
President of the United States, in each State, shall be the 
Tuesday next after the firat Monday of November next; 
and afterwards, except where a special election shall be 
held in pursuance of the tenth section of the act to which 
this is an amendment, the time of choosing said electors 
shall be the Tuesday next after the first Monday of No- 
vember in every fourth year succeeding the last election of 
said electors; and when such special election shall be 
held, the time therefor shall be the Tuesday next after the 


be held pursuant to the section aforesaid. 


The — pending was on the amendments 
reported by the Judiciary Committee, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘ November,” in the fifth 
line, and insert: 

In every fourth year succeeding the last reguiar election 
ofsuch electors; and when any special election shall be 
held, the time for holding the same shall be on the Tuesday 
next after the first Monday of November, in the year when 
the same shall be held: Provided, That this act shall not 
go into operation until after the next election of electors 
of President and Vice President of the United States: 4nd 
provided further, That it shall not operate in any State in 


which the election of electors of President or Vice Presi- | 


dent shall be made by the Legislature of such State. 


Mr. ALLEN said he believed there were two 
amendments reported with the bill... He wished 
to have the vote taken upon them separately. 

Mr. BERRIEN, in explanation of the amend- 
ments reported by the Judiciary Committee, said 
that the purpose of the first was to postpone the 
operation of the bill until after the next presiden- 
tial election. The second provides that it shall not 
apply in those States where, by the existing law, 
the election is made by the Legislatures of said 
States. The last amendment, he believed, has 
particular reference to the State of South Carolina 
alone. The first was induced by the considera- 
tion of the shortness of time which supervened 
between the passage of the bill and the period 
when this election was to be held, and the incon- 
venierice which the people would be put to, of 
calling the Legislatures of the States together. 

Mr. ATHERTON said he understood that the 
object of this amendment was to postpone the 
operation of this bill until after the next presi- 
dentia) election. ‘The other amendment was to 
provide that it should not apply to those States 
in which election were made by the Legislatures. 
He did not know that there would be any partic- 
ular objection to the adoption of the latter amend- 
ment; but to the passage of the amendment which 
postponed the operation of this bill until after the 
next presidential election, he thought it his duty 
most strenuously to object. It was well known— 
and it made no difference whether this apprehen- 
sion was weil founded or not—that apprehension 

revailed to a considerable extent, that frauds had 

een practiced in elections—that men had been 
transferred from one part of the Union to another, 
in order to vote; and that system which had now 
received the technical nanfe of pipe-laying, had 
been carried into pretty general, and in some in- 
stances, into pretty extensive operation. Now, 
he wished to cast no imputations upon any party; 
but it was a matter of very serious importance 
that thisapprehension should be removed, whether 
these facts existed or net. If frauds existed, cer- 
tainly nothing could be more important to a legis- 
lative body than to remove, as far as it was in 
their power, the possibility of their recurrence, 
If frauds did not exist, it was important that the 
suspicion of them should be removed; for what 
was of more consequence than that the people 
should have confidence in their rulers, and in the 
manner of their election? This was important 
in order to produce tranquillity; because, if any 
party, after an excited contest, believed that they 
had been defrauded of their rights, what was so 
apt to produce dissensions between them and their 
rulers, and the most disastrous consequences to 
republican government? It was important that 
our institutions should not only be preserved pure, 
but be preserved from all suspicion. Here was a 
bill which was passed by an unexampled major- 
ity of the House of Representatives, providing 
that the election of President and Vice President 
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President and Vice || 


first Monday of November in the year when the same shall | 
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| shall take place in the United States on one and 
| the same day—thereby removing the possibility 
| of introducing fraud to any great extent in those 
elections. Not only so; it seemed that the Judi- 

ciary Committee of this pots: had sanctioned the 
principles contained in the bill by reporting an 
_amendment, and not objecting to the bill itself; 
but the amendment provided that it should go 
into eperation—when? Not until after the next 
| presidential election, Now, was it not admitted 
on all hands, that the next presidential election 
was to be one of the most important ever known 
in this country? What reason was there for 
postponing the operation of the bill until after 
this election? Why postpone it at this important 
crisis, when, if it was to have any beneficial in- 
fluence at all, its passage was of the greatest con- 
sequence. He hadno disposition to say anything 
upon this subject to prejudice Senators against 
the bill itself; but he hoped the amendment would 
not prevail. 

Mr. ALLEN said he would not go into a gen- 
eral discussion upon the merits of the question. 
It was a bill introduced in the House of Repre- 
sentatives by one of the members from the State 
of Ohio, who was unquestionably induced to make 
the movement in consequence of what took place 
| in the State of Ohio at the last presidential elec- 
tion. That there were frauds almost without 

number committed on the ballot-box in that State 
| in 1840, was a fact which no solitary citizen with- 
| in the limits of the State was now pre ared to 
| deny. There were fraudscommitted by the trans- 
| fer of voters from the adjoining States to the State 
| of Ohio—a fact which was proved before the 





|| Senate of the State at the next session of the le- 


gore body after the election—proved beyond 
oubt, in the contests between Senators upon that 
floor, to the satisfaction of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives; and so completely to 
the satisfaction of the whole people, that that 
public opinion compelled the Legislature to pass 
one of the most penal laws to be found in the 
Legislature of any State in the Union, against 
the recurrence of election frauds on the elective 
franchise of the State. This bill, therefore, might 
well originate from the State of-Ohio; or rather, 
the cause of it being strongest in that State, 
might well induce a member from that State to 
introduce it in the House of Representatives. 
With regard to putting this matter off until an- 
other presidential election intervened, it seemed 
to him that it was nothing more than a proposi- 
tion to defeat the bill entirely. If there were 
frauds, they ought to be barred out of the ap- 
proachingelection. Ifthere were no frauds, there 
was no use whatever in the law; and instead of 
postponing its action, gentlemen ought to vote 
againstitspassage. The very fact that the House 
of Representatives had, by an immense majority, 
passed this act, was conclusive of the fact that 
the popular branch of the Government, who ema- 
nated from the ballot-box, entertains the solemn 
conviction that these frauds have been practiced 
upon the ballot-box. 

The fact that the Senate of the United States 
had agreed to consider the bill, and to take it up 
at this late period of the session for consideration, 
was conclusive of the fact that a majority of the 
Senators present in their seats believed that there 
exists good reason for the passage of this bill; 
and if there was any good reason for its passage 
at all, did not that reason apply to the approach- 
ing, as well as to any future elections? All the 
calamities which could by possibility result to 
the country from a fraudulent result, in the pres- 
idential election, might be felt in that which was 
approaching. And what harm could result from 
the passage.of the bill now? What harm could 
it do to anybody who desired to see the ballot-box 
uncontaminated? He desired to know upon what 

roundsany bill passed by the Senate of the United 
as. which had no other object in view than the 
prevention of frauds in elections, could be objected 
to? It was not a bill to inflict any calamity upon 
the country, by possibility, in any way. It was 
not a bill drawn nthe Treasury for money, 
or to tax the people; it was purely a measure to 
prevent frauds, which were destined, if suffered 
to continue, to contaminate the power of Govern- 
ment at its very source. Upon what ground, then, 
could any solitary Senator oppose the object of 
this bill? It oval not be that any Senator here 
desired to see the frauds of 1840 practiced over 
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again; and if not so, he demanded the reaso 
their opposition to the bill. The whole ae ~ 
it was to prevent frauds in elections. It had ce ; 
said that it would be inconvenient. Now th . 
were six months to intervene before the election, 
or nearly six; and as to the mere matter of fae 
venience, (which he denied, for there would be 
no inconvenience whatever,) he felt assured th 
there was no sufficient reason in that to vote a se 
the passage of a bill which had nothing less for 
its object than to preserve uncontaminated the 
source of power of our institutions. 

He repeated that the same reason that existed 
for the taking effect of this bill, at any time, ex. 
isted for its taking effect previous to the next 
presidential election; and as regarded the election 
in the State of South Carolina, there was one 
plain and conclusive answer to the amendment 
as it regarded that State; and that was, that the 
Legislature of South Carolina could be called 
together before the specified period, and at 
little expense to the people of that State. 

He wished it to be distinctly remembered, noi 
only here but throughout the country, that this 
was not a bill to appropriate money, or to impose 
any tax upon the Treasury; its whole and sole 
object was to prevent fraud; and that there could 
exist no objection to it which was not an objec- 
tion to the prevention of fraud. He desired the 
yeas and nays upon this subject; it was one which 
must go before the people; and if the frauds were 
not removed from the next presidential contest, 
the passage of this bill waa be a main evidence 
in the strife. It would then be seen who it was 
that was opposed to the passage of a law, tho 
whole and sole object of which was to preservs 
uncontaminated the sources of political power in 
this country. If the frauds of 1840 were repeated 
again; if the people discovered that the majority 
were in favor of one man, yet, by ‘abuses prac- 
ticed in the ballot-box, cathe was elected, they 
would become disgusted with their own institu- 
tions; the right of suffrage would be gone, and 
frauds would take the place of the rightful action 
of the popular will. 

He presumed that the honorable Senators who 
represented the State of South Carolina would be 
ready to say, that in order to remove all obstruc- 
tions to the passage of this bill, South Carolina 
would be willing to call an extra session of her 
Legislature to meet the requirements of this law, 
should it becomealaw. He could not imagine— 
he did not imagine—that there was a solitary Sen- 
ator upon the other side who desired to sec a 
repetition of these frauds. It could not be possi- 
ble that any Senator was in favor of them; and 
if not, he asked what reason was there for any 
opposition to this bill ? 

e would not occupy any more of the time of 
the Senate; and demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McDUFFIE felt called upon, by the pecu- 
liar situation in which South Carolina stood, to 
say a very few words upon this subject. If the 
first branch of the amendment prevailed—post- 
poning the operation of this bill until after the 
next presidential election—he would move to 
strike out the other; for he had no idea that South 
Carolina should stand upon a different footing 
from the other States of this Union. If, how- 
ever, the first amendment should not be adopted, 
it would be a matter of convenience for the second 
to stand until after the coming election. He 
wished it to be distinctly understood that South 
Carolina approved of the principle of this meas- 


ure. 

Mr. CLAYTON said he was as anxious for 
the security of our elections as the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Aruerton] or the Senator 
from Ohio, (Mr. AuLen;] and yet he should vote 
agent this bill, unless the present amendment 
should be adopted; and he would do so for this 
reason: if this bill passed in the form in which it 
came from the House of Representatives, the Le- 
gislature of the State of Delaware, and he believed 
the Legislatures of most of the States in this 
Union, would necessarily be obliged to assemble 
for the purpose of passing laws to carry this act 
into execution. By the constitution of the State 
of Delaware, and by the laws of that State, the 
judges and inspectors of elections are directed to 

old the elections upon particular days. If, then, 
the day be altered by an act of Con » it Un- 
questionably followed that the Legiiuare must 


very 


be assembled to give authority to these judges 
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tors to hold the elections upon the day 
eee by the act of Congress. Some few 

ago an amendment was made in the con- 
ation of that State, so that the election would 

e place with the general election throughout 
ihe State. It being fixed upon by law to be dur- 
-» the month of November, the elections in 
Telaware were changed from the month of Octo- 
jer to the month of November; and a particular 
day was fixed for holding these elections—two 
dections the same day every four years. Now, 
the judges and inspectors of these elections being 
required by law to hold the elections upon a par- 
yicular day during the month of November, can- 
pot hold it upon any other. This bill changes 
the day, and the inspectors and judges have no 

wer to hold the election upon a different day 
om that upon which they hold it under the au- 
thority of the Legislature, without the special au- 
thority of the Legislature. They have no other 
suthority; and if the day upon which they are 
authorized to hold the election be altered, the Le- 
gislature of the State must be assembled for the 

urpose of having this act carried into execution 
—which he apprehended would be the case in al- 
most every State in the Union. For that reason, 
he could not vote for the bill unless the amend- 
ment be adopted. 

Mr. DAYTON concurred entirely in the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Ciayton.}] They labored under the same diffi- 
culties in the State of New Jersey; and under an 
additional difficulty if this bill should be made to 
apply to the approaching election. The people 
viata be called to the polls almost every week 
between this and next fall. They would be called 
there under a law toelect a body of men to revise 
the State constitution. They then had the fall 
State election, which must be decided. They then 
had the presidential election, which must be sub- 
mitted to them. The passage of this bill would 
make at least four different elections to take place 
next fall in New Jersey. It was from no hostil- 
ity to the objects of the bill, but on account of 
the inconvenience which would result to the in- 
habitants of the State, that he opposed it. 

Mr. FOSTER rose for information. He asked 
the honorable chairman of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, [Mr. Bernien,] who, he had no doubt, thor- 
oughly investigated this subject, and who was so 
well calculated to throw light upon it in all its 
particulars, whether the passage of this bill by 
ee did not ipso facto repeal all the acts of 
the Legislatures of the States in relation to the 
ume of holding elections; and whether it did not 
fix, at once, the my of the elections, without any 
further action by the Legislatures of the States? 
If it did, all difficulty seemed at an end, and he 
would not object to the bill without the amend- 
ment to postpone its operation until after the next 
presidential election; if it did not, he would vote 
for the amendment. He would vote for it because, 
if it did not repeal all former acts of the Legisla- 
tures of the States, the General Assembly of Ten- 
nessee would have to be convened, and that could 
not be done under an expense of fifteen or twent 
thousand dollars. He was not willing that his 
State should be i to such an expense; and, 
under this state of the case, he would vote for the 
amendment to eee this law until after the 
next presidential election. 

Mr. BERRIEN said that, although the decision 
of the other branch of the national Legislature 
contests the supremacy of the State laws in rela- 
tion to elections, notwithstanding the passage of 
an act of Congress making a different provision, 
- he held now, in relation to this case, as he 

eld when a similar matter was under discussion 
before, that, in relation to this question, the au- 
thority of ee was he reme; and, 
consequently, the passage of this bill in the form 
in which it dens from the House would have the 
effect of repealing all the State laws which con- 
flicted with the time appointed under this law. 
It fixed a day of election; and consequently re- 
pealed all State laws fixing any other day. 

But the State laws gave to certain officers under 
the State governments authority to proceed to 
these elections on a certain day, and in the manner 
these laws prescribed. Then the Congress of the 
United States comes in and prescribes another 
day for the election. These State laws are no 
longer applicable; their authority does not exist 
after the passage of the law of Congress. It would 
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necessaril 
their legislation to this new state of things, which 
would be required by the passage of this act; and 
the single inquiry was, whether the evils which 
it was the object of the bill to prevent, and which 
all were most anxious to avoid—whether these 
evils did exist to that extent which would justify 


be the duty of the States to conform 


Congress in the of a law requiring the 
assemblage of the different State Legislatures. 
From the representations made to the committee, 
they were induced-to believe it would be attended 
with great inconvenience; and, under the influ- 
ence of this consideration, the committee had sug- 
a: for the reflection of the Senate, whether, 

owever desirable the passage of this bill might 


be, it would not be better to suspend its operation 
until the State Legislatures, in their ordinary as- 
sembling, would make provisions to conform to 
this law. 

Mr. FOSTER simply rose to say that the ex- 
ae made by the honorable chairman [Mr. 

ERRIEN] was peculiarly satisfactory to his mind; 
and, he could not help thinking, to the satisfac- 
tion of every Senator on the floor. It had not 
occurred to him that any instrumentality was 
necessary on the part of the Legislatures of the 
several States to carry out this law; but the law 
showed that it was necessary. It made no pro- 
vision in regard to the manner of carrying on this | 
election. It made none of those provisions which | 
were absolutely necessary in all poe elections. | 
It simply specified the time, and consequently 
required that the Legislatures should convene to | 
determine upon the manner. He wished it to be | 
distinctly understood, now and hereafter, that he | 
was in favor of this law—that he had always 
been in favor of it. He would vote for it now, 
if he could; and he would vote for it should it | 
assume the shape which he desired it should 
assume, and which he had no doubt it would 
assume. He did not rise to oppose it, but to say 
that he opposed it without the amendment; and 
he desired to vote for the amendment postponing 
its operation, because he did not think it proper, 
wise, or just, to put his constituents to the ex- 
pense of fifteen or twenty dollars in order to carry 
out the objects of this law. When it came be- 
fore the Senate in a proper shape, he would vote 


for it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he believed that if there 
were a single question on which the people of the 
United States approached unanimity, it was, that 
the election of electors should be held on the same 
day throughout the Union. The prevailing im- 

ression everywhere was, that great frauds had 
hoo practiced in the presidential election of 1840, 
for want of such a provision as that now pro- 
posed. What, then, was the only objection 
which had been urged against the passage of this 
law? It was this: that, if it passed, it would be 
necessary to convene all the State Legislatures in 
the Union between this and November, for the 
rpose of making the laws of the respective 
tates conform to the proposed change. Now, 
if he entertained any such apprehensions, he 
would vote against the bill; but as he was very 
clear that no such consequence would follow, he 
would cheerfully give his support to the measure. 

What was the language of the Constitution? 
“The Congress ma Leacteine the time of choos- 
ing the electors, and the day on which they shall 
give their votes; which day shall be the same 
throughout the United States.’”’ The time, and 
the time alone, then, was under the control of 
Congress. They could fix the day on which the 





election should be held throughout the United | 


States; but they could do no more. He should 
be glad to know, then, from any Senator, what 
necessity there would be for convening the State 
Legislatures, merely for the purpose of declaring 
that the day of election appointed by Congress 
should be the day of election throughout the sev- 
eral States. This ioe a work of entire 
supererogation. Congress had theexpress power, 
edie the ¢ Conatitntion, to fix the dairy ae if we 
exercised this power, our law would have the 
same binding effect as if every Legislature in the 
Union had separately designated the same day. 
In fact, it would change every State law to this 
extent, and in this particular; and the officers ap- 
pointed by the State laws to hold the electoral 
elections would meet and hold the election on the 
day appointed by Congress, instead of that pre- 
viously designated by the State Legislatures. It 














mandatory act. 





729 





would make no other change in these laws; but 


would leave them in full force in all other par- 
ticulars. It appeared to him that it would be a 
most absurd cause for convening the State Legis- 
latures—that of ratifying an act of Congress, 
merely changing the day of holding the eletto 


elections. 


The present was not at all like the case which 
had occurred in 1842. Congress then had passed 


a mandatory act requiring the State Legislatures 


to change their laws in regard to the election of 
Representatives in Congress. But this was no 
It was perfect and complete in 
itself, requiring no State Legislature to pass any 
law to carry it into execution. Our power over 
the presidential election was confined to the mere 
point of fixing the time when it should be held; 
and when we exercised this power, it ipso facto 
changed every conflicting State law, and created 
that entire uniformity which was intended by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CLAYTON said the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania would be very correct, 
but that the officers who held the elections in the 
several States were not officers of the United 
States. There was no question as to the power 
of Congress to alter and fix the time just as it saw 
fit; butitdid not follow necessarily that, when the 
laws of a State had authorized certain officers of 
that State (not of the General Government) to hold 
elections on a particular day, Congress can give 
any pom 4 to those persons to hold the elec- 
tions at a different time. Were they officers of 
the United States, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
would be perfectly correct; because, altering the 
day by the authority of the United States, these 
ethan would be obliged to comply; but where 
the laws of the United States fix the time of the 
election upon a different day, as it is fixed in this 
bill, what authority do they give an officer actin 
under the State government? Did they compe 
him to hold the election upon thatday? These 
officers were not officers of the Government of the 
United States; they were officers of the different 
States of this Union; and the laws of those States 
had authorized them to hold the election upon a 
— day; but the Congress of the United 

tates say the election shall not be held upon that 
day, but upon a different day. 

Mr. MILLER said he had another objection 
to the bill, so far as it regarded the State of New 
Jersey. By the law of that State, the congres- 
sional election and State elections take place the 
same day; and the pollsare authorized to be held 
open for two — They also fix the time when 
the returns shall be made. If this bill was passed 
into a law to operate on the coming election, the 
Legislature of that State would have to be called 
together to fix the time for opening and closing 
the polls. If this law was made to operate on 
the coming election, it might turn out with it as 
it had with another law—by some of the States 
refusing to act under it, and thus to nullify it. 

Mr. HENDERSON made some remarks upon 
the constitutional rights of Congress to pass such 
a law, which were not heard sufficiently distinct 
to be reported. 

Mr. BARROW said he voted to take up the 
bill, because the Senate, he thought, were pre- 
‘orca to vote upon it; and having by his vote 

rought it before the Senate, he would attempt, 
by his motion, te lay it on the table. 
that motion. 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and taken; and the bill was 
laid on the table—yeas, 26, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Fran- 
cis, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Up- 
ham, White, and Woodbridge—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, Han- 
negan, Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Niles, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Wal- 
ker, Woodbury, and Wright—2. 


NAVAL PENSIONS. 


Mr. EVANS moved to take up the bill making 
appropriation for naval pensions for the year end- 
ing 30th June, 1845. 

r. McDUFFIE again expressed a wish that 
the annexation bill would be taken up, to afford 
him an opportunity to reply to the remarks of the 
Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Benron.) 

Mr. EVANS said that, after the appropriation 


He made 
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bills were disposed of, he would interpose no 
objection to taking that bill up. 

Che vill making appropriations for the payment 
of naval pensions for the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1845, was taken up as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill was 
amended by ho UF rect for the pay- 
ment of pensions to the widows and orphans of 
those officers, seamen, and marines who were lost 
on beard the United States vessels Grampus and 
Sea Gull, in compliance with the act passed the 
present session for that purpose. 

Mr. WOODBURY called the attention of the 
Senate to one provision of this bill, which was a 
new one, making appropriation for privateer pen- 
sions. 

Mr. EVANS said, in the committee, there was 
at first some hesitation as to the continuation of 
that provision inthe bill, The privateer pension 
fund was created by contributions of persons on 
private armed ships during the last war, and origin- 
ally designed for the benefit of those wounded in 
the privateer service. The sum amounted to two 
or three hundred thousand dollars, and was suf- 
ficient for all the general purposes of the fund. 
Afier a year or two, Congress passed two laws 
paying pensions to the widows whose husbands 
were killed in the privateer service. This ex- 
hausted a large portion of the fund, although it 
was large enough to meet the demands onit. After 
a few years more, Congress passed another law 
granting pensions to the lees of those who 
died of wounds received in this service; the con- 
sequence of which was to destroy the privateer 
fund. The fund for the invalids thus originally 
entitled, and whom it was large enough to sup- 
port, having been used up, Congress inserted an 
appropriation for their support, on the ground 
that the fund was received and pledged to invalids 
of the privateer service, and ealiien the funds 
as having been contributed by themselves. Con- 
gress having destroyed the fund, it was nothing 
more than right than an appropriation should be 
made merely to pay the invalids, and not the wid- 
ows, who were not entitled. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he was not opposed to 
the provision in the bill; and he did not rise for 
the purpose of striking it out. Even the widows 
of those men who died of wounds received in that 
service had some claim upon the country; for they 
died of wounds received (though in private armed 
vessels) in sustaining the honor of the country. 
He did not wish, however, that the Senate should 
act in the dark. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike out the pro- 
vision in the bill, under the impression that it was 
to pay pensions to widows of those who died of 
wounds received in this service, for whom the 
fund was not originally designed; but having been 
informed by the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee [Mr. Evans] that the appropriation was 
to pay pensions to invalids, for whom the fund 
was created, he withdrew the motion. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the amendments being concurred in, the bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate took up 
for consideration, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill making appropriation for support of the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1845. j 

Mr. E. said the Finance Committee reported 
no amendments to the bill. The appropriations 
were somewhat reduced from the estimates. He 
proposed the following, however, asan additional 
section to the bill; which was adopted: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be empowered to relinquish and pay all reservations of the 
ten per cent. upon deliveries made under contracts with 
the Navy Department, where these reservations have 
arisen, and the contracts been afterwards extended; or 
where the contracts have been completed after the time of 
delivery by aud with the consent of the Department, or in all 
cases where the contracts have becn dissolved by the like 
consent, or been put an end to, or an extension whereof 
been prevented by operation of law, where no injury has 
been sustained by the public service: Provided, That this 
section shall pot extend or apply to any case where the 
reservation shal! have becn made on contracts which have 


expired more than five years before the Ist day of January 
last. 


Mr. BAYARD said he had several amendments 


to propose on behalf of the Committee on Naval 
Aflairs. He would remark that the bill reduces 


| 


| 





very materially the estimate laid before Congress 
at the beginning of the session. It was not the 
purpose of the committee to enlarge the expend- 
itures in any general sense, or to make the num- 
ber of persons greater than at present belongin 
to the service. The amendments were canta 
rather to the improvement of the bill in some of 
its features. The first amendment he was in- 
structed to submit was in the eighteenth and nine- 
teenth lines of page 2, As it now stands, it pro- 
vides that the money appropriated shall not be 
applied to the payment of any officer of any grade 
in the Navy beyond the number in the respective 
grades that were in the service on the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1842. The effect of that provision, as it 
now stood, would be to deprive of pay those offi- 
cers who entered the service between the Ist of 
iaenge 1842, and the 4th of August of that year, 
when the act passed restraining the number of 
each grade. The effect would be to exclude the 
| whole corps of engineers who were permanently 
authorized by the act of 31st August, 1842. In 
order to make the bill conform, therefore, to ex- 
isting law, it was necessary to strike out the words 
‘* in the respective grades that were in the ser- 
vice on the Ist day of January, 1842,’’ and to 
insert the words, ‘“‘allowed by law in the re- 
spective grades on the Ist day of September, 
1842.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. B., the bill was further 
amended by adding, after the clause appropriating 
| $23,200 to defray the expenses of the hydrograph- 
ical office, the following: 

For grading and enclosing University square, in the city 
of Washington, and building a house for the superintendent 
of the depot of charts and instruments, $20,000. 

Mr. B. moved tostrike out the word *‘disrated’’ 
at the end of the proviso, ‘ that all persons who 
may have been appointed as masters’ mates since 
| the 4th of August, 1842, and who were not, at 
the time of their appointment, able seamen of the 
| first class, shall S forthwith disrated,’’ and to 
| insert the following: 


Discharged, except such as shall have actually gone to 
sea; and those at sea shall be discharged and sent back in 
the first national ship returning to the United States, and 
paid to the period of their return ; and in case no opportu- 
nity for returning shall be presented before the expiration 
of the cruise of the ship to which they are attached, then 
they shall be discharged on the return of such ship, and 
paid to that time. 


The question was taken on the above; and it 
was adopted. , 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill was 
amended by adding at the end of the clause ap- 

poreenenen $38,618 for improvements and repairs 
| at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, the following: 

And the unexpended balance of the appropriation for the 
said navy-yard of $129,100, made by the act entitled “‘ An 
act making appropriations for the naval service for the year 
1842,”? approved on the 4th day of August, in the year 1842, 
shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, in acontinuance of the work already commencd 
at the said navy-yard, for the construction of a stone dry- 
dock at that place. And the said dry-dock shall be con- 
structed according to the plan and estimates heretofore 
made under the directions of the Department, and in con- 
formity to which the work was commenced, subject to 
such alterations as experience may have shown to be neces- 
sary, or as the said Secretary may think beneficial to the 
work, without an increase of the aggregate cost of the dock. 

Mr. B. moved further to amend the bill by 
adding, at the end of the clause appropriating 

$16,337 for improvements at the navy-yard, Pen- 

sacola, the following: 

For the examination of the navy-yard and bottom of the 
harbor of Pensacola, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
a dry-dock can be constructed, and at what cost; and 
whether a dry-dock or a floating duck, with or without a 
basin and railways, would be most suitable for that place; 
and the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to appoint 
a competent board of officers and engineers to examine and 
report to Congress, at its next session, the relative proper- 
ties and advan of a dry-dock, and of the different 
kinds of floating-docks, with or without a basin and rail- 
ways, $5,000. 

Mr. WOODBURY was understood to inquire 
whether there was not an impropriety in confin- 
ing the examination to one point, with the view 
of constructing the dock there? _ 

Mr. BAYARD said it wasadmitted on all hands 
that one of the most important naval stations in 

| the Gulf of Mexico was Pensacola, which was so 
| much needed for the protection of our shipping 
there. By this proposition it was intended that 
the harbor there shall be examined by boring to 
know what was the nature of the soil, and to know 
whether a dry-dock could be constructed there. 





j 
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It only provides that the examination 5 
made, but not that oa oom shall beconstry. 

there. Doubts existed whether it would be be 

to have a permanent or a floating dock. Th 
amendment nepregeine the sum of $5,000 on! " 
for the purpose of paying the expenses of ij.’ 
scientific mode of examination, that this questi - 
might be oe settled. ’ 

Mr. WOODBURY said this was going t 

‘ 1% to work 
the right way. He was perfectly willing «), 

; § that 
there should be a dock there, if, after examina. 
tion, it was found to be a good place for that pur- 
pose. At the same time, he was satisfied that a 
similar examination should be made of other 
yards. In order that it might be done, he would 
move to amend the proposed amendment by add- 
ing the following: 

And that a similar examination be made at the navy. 
yard near Portsmouth, New Hampshire, and a report made 
on the expediency of making a dry-dock there. 

The amendment to the amendment having been 
—— to, the amendment, as amended, was 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the clause appro. 
priating $43,635 for clothing of the Marine Sees 
was amended by adding the following: 

And the President of the United States is hereby author. 
ized to direct the transfer of any unexpended balance of 
appropriation heretofore made for the pay or subsistence of 
= arine Corps to the head of clothing for the Marine 

orps. 

Mr. BAYARD moved to strike out the fourth 
and fifth sections, as follows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no spirit ra- 
tions are hereafter to be furnished; and the Secretary of 
the Navy is hereby authorized to make provision for the 
payment of persons employed in the naval service of an 
equivalent in money. 

“Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all corporal 

unishment be, and the same is hereby, abolished in the 

avy of the United States; and all_laws authorizing the 
corporal punishment of any sailor, marine, or other person, 
in the naval service of the United States, be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed.” 

A division of the question was called for. 

Mr. TAPPAN said it was evident that there 
was no worse nuisance in the service than spirits 
as a part of the ration. It was not wanted asa 

art of the ration for the sailor, or anybody else. 

t was no benefit to them, but rather nar. 
As to the other section of the bill—for the abol- 
ishment of stripes in the Navy—he would only 
say that he was opposed to the inflicting of stripes, 
to the extent, at least, to which it was now per- 
mitted. He would prefer abolishing it altogether. 
As the law now stands, any commander may in- 
flict twelve stripes without any court-martial. He 
was opposed to sucha law. It appeared to him 
that a an commander could get along with- 

i 


out inflicting any stripes. 

Mr. CRITTEND N said he was for retaining 
the spirit ration to sailors; they had had it from 
time immemorial; and it was thought to be neces- 
sary, from the exposure incident to their life. 

Mr. BAYARD said an act of Congress passed 
in 1842, which regulated this matter. There was 
no necessity for their taking spirit as a part of the 
ration. By the existing law, if they do not choose 
to take it, they need notdo so. There was no 
officer who did not favor this particular nature 
of reform—that is, of permitting a choice to the 
sailors of taking spirits or not, at will. 

Mr. WALKER concurred with the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Tapran,] in his opinion that the 
spirit ration was a nuisance, and that it was not 
beneficial to any person. He did not see where 
it was made a part of the regulation in any service 
that spirit should be a part of the ration. It was 
unnecessary, and was calculated to do harm rather 
than gaod—to engender bad habits. 

Mr. McDUFFIE was understood to say that, 
if they were prevented from giving the spirit on 
great and exciting occasions, they might as well 
abolish the Navy. He was opposed to giving it, 
however, as a part of the ration. 

Mr. BAYARD said it was a rule now, that no 
commander, officer, or midshipman, or any per- 
son under twenty-one years of age, was entitled 
to the spirit ration. So there was no danger of 
the apprentices receiving the spirits. ‘Those en- 
titled to it are permitted to relinquish’the spirit 
ration if they pleased, and to get its equivalent in 
money. If the sailor does not want it, he necd 
not take it; if he does want it, he should have 1t. 

Mr. SEVIER said he was opposed to cutting 
off the grog of old Jack. 
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The question being first on striking out the sec- 
»n of the bill abolishing the spirit ration, 
“Mr. TAPPAN demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
wken, the section was stricken out—yeas 26, 
mys 14; as follows: 


ypAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Bagby, Barrow, 

yard, Berrien, Breese, Buchanan, Clayton, Colquitt, 
crittenden, Evans,Hannegan, Haywood, Huger, Johnson, 
iewis, MeDutflie, Mangum, Merrick, Morehead, Pearce, 

», Sevier, and Sturgeon—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Athertun, Benton, Choate, Fairfield, 
; cis, Fulton, Iluntington, Porter, Tappan, Upham, 
Walker, White, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—14. 



























The question was then taken on striking out 
the fifth section abolishing corporal punishment 
inthe Navy, and agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill was fur- 
her amended by adding the following as an ad- 
jitional section: 

Be it further enacted, That no person shall be employed 
orcontinued abroad, to receive and pay money for the use 
of the naval service on foreign stations, whether under 
contract or otherwise, or to perform the duties usually per- 
formed by Navy agents, who has not been, orshall not be, 
appointed by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ae: Provided, That this shall not apply to the disburse- 
nent of any sum now in the hands of any persons here- 
tofore employed for such purpose. 

Mr. BAYARD moved further to amend the 
bill by adding the following as an additional sec- 
tion: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the accountin 
oficers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed, in the settlement of the accounts of Com- 
nander Charles Witkes and Lieutenant Cadwalader Ring- 

,as officers attached to the late surveying and exploring 
expedition to the Pacific ocean and the South Seas, who 
were employed in scientific duties, to aliow and credit 
Commander Wilkes with extra pay, at the rate of $2,000 
perannum, and to allow and credit Lieutenant Cadwal- 
ader Ringgold with extra pay, at the rate of $1,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. TAPPAN had a letter of Secretary Pauld- 
ing read, showing that extra pay was promised 
the officers of the exploring expedition. 

Mr. WOODBURY inquired whether the sum 
proposed by this amendment accorded with the 
sum paid those employed in the coast survey. 

Mr. BAYARD said the officers were compelled 
to perform the duties pertaining to the scientific 
corps. The Secretary of the Navy addressed a 
letter to those officers, in which, for the perform- 
ance of such duties, they were promised pay at 
the same rate as those engaged in the coast sur- 
vey. Theaccounting officers were notauthorized 
to make the allowance; but at the last session of 
Congress authority was given to allow the same 
compensation which was allowed those engaged 
inthe coast survey. That authority would only 
have the effect of putting those officers on a foot- 
ing with others connected with the expedition, 
when they should be paid as superintendents; 
that is, that Captain Wilkes, who was the head 
and soul of the expedition, would not receive, by 
that law, the same pay as the chief of the coast 
survey, but as an officer only equal in rank with 
those belonging tothatsurvey. In order to avoid 
any ambiguity, and to avoid the payment of any 
increased expenses growing out of extra charges 
induced in relation to the particular service, the 
committee thought it was better to fix the extra 
pay of Captain Wilkes as commander-in-chief of 
the exploring expedition, and to put him on a 
footing with the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
vey at $2,000, and the pay of Lieutenant Ring- 
gold, as commander of one of the vessels in that 
ere at $1,000. 

r. WOODBURY inquired what a post cap- 
tain received abroad as commander. 

Mr. BAYARD said $4,000. 

Mr. WOODBURY made some further remarks 
not distinctly heard. 

Mr. BAYARD said Captain Wilkes was se- 
lected because he possessed the scientific attain- 
ments so peculiarly necessary to such an expedi- 
tion. There was no sort of analogy between these 
two species of command; that is, a post captain 
abroad, and a post captain as commander of a sci- 
entific expedition, where it was necessary for him 
to be possessed of scientific knowledge, independ- 
ent of, that scientific knowledge pertaining to the 
duties of a naval officer. He was compensated as 
a naval officer for the performance of his duties 
as naval officer, but not for those scientific duties 
which he had to perform. 

Mr. WOOD 


Messrs. BREESE, BUCHANAN, WOODBU- || tion one himself peculiarly calling for somethin 

RY, SEVIER, ALLEN, WHITE, and SEM- || 

rey: the amendment; and Messrs. BAY- || 
RD, 


and WOODBRIDGE, advocated its adoption. 


by yeas and nays; and it was adopted—yeas 29, 
nays 15; as foll6ws: 


Berrien, Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Fairfield, 
Francis, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, | 
Merrick, Miller, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Sturgeon, 
Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, Woodbridge, and Wright—-29. 


Clayton, Fulton, Haywood, Henderson, Lewis, McDuffie, 
Niles, Semple, Sevier, White, and Woodbury—15. 


ther amended by adding the following: 


ee for the commencement of fortifications on the 


ing proportions, namely: For a permanent wharf, $60,000; | 
for a ship house, and building slip, $40,000; for a store 
house, $20,000 ; fy a timber shed, $20,000; and for a tem- 
porary wharf, $10,3 

communicated to the Senate by the Secretary of the Navy, 
in compliance with a resolution of the 29th April, 1844. 


of the items in the bill which had gone - the 
board—the eastern harbors bill vetoed by the 
ident? He hoped it would not be added to this | 
bill. 





RY remarked that the pay of 
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Captain Wilkes, according to this amendment, | Mr. HUNTINGTON was quite sure that if 
would be $6,000 whilst on that expedition. } 


The proposition was debated at great length. 


APPAN, CRITTENDEN, BENTON, 


The question was then taken on the amendment 


YEAS—Messrs. ‘Archer, Bagby, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 


NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Breese, Buchanan, 





On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the bill was fur- 





That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- | 


lorida reef, including Key West and the Dry ‘Tortugas, at 


| 
such positions as, in the opinion of the President, may be | 
best adapted for the command of the straits of Florida, and 
the general defense of the Gulf of Mexico. | 
| 
} 
| 
| 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the clause of the 


bill appropriating $16,337 for improvements at 
Pensacola, Florida, was amended, by adding the || 
following: 


|| 
And the further suin of $50,371, which, with the sum of 


$100,000 heretofore appropriated for the construction of a 

floating dry-dock at that place, by the act of March 3, 1843, | 
making together the sum of $150,371, shall be expended in | 
the construction of the following works, and in the follow- 


71; according to the plan and report 


The Senate then took a recess till half past four 


o’clock. 





AFTERNOON SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at half past four o’clock. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate com- 


munications from the War and Navy Depart- 
ments; which were ee, referred. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was agreed that 


when the Senate adjourns, it should adjourn to 
meet at ten o’clock to-morrow morning. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The consideration of the Navy appropriation 


bill was then resumed as in Committee of the 
Whole 


Mr. DAYTON moved to amend the bill by 


inserting an appropriation of $100,000 for the De 
aware breakwater. ; 


Mr. WRIGHT inquired if this was not one 


res- 


Mr. DAYTON conceived it unnecessary to 


state the importance of the work, for he believed | 
that was universally conceded. This sum was | 
necessary to preserve the breakwater from de- 


struction. True, it was an item of the defunct | 
eastern harbors bill; but it was not one of those | 
objected to in the extraordinary veto message of | 
this extraordinary Administration; on the con- | 
trary, it was an appropriation duly appreciated 
by the President, who regretted that such national 
O05 


ects should be linked with others which he | 
thought unconstitutional. 
Mr. CHOATE had an objection to putting this 


‘amendment into the present bill; not to the object 


itself. But if the Senate saw fit to open the naval 
appropriation bill for appropriations to maintain 
these national works, he should feel himself con- 
strained to move for an appropriation for Boston 
harbor, which was really indispensable to prevent 
that harbor from being so filled up as to threaten 
the destruction of its navigation, 
Mr. BERRIEN rose for the purpose of sug- 
gesting that, in the event of such amendments 
eing admitted into the bill, he should feel it to 
be his duty to move for an appropriation to re- 
move the obstructions of the Savannah river, 
caused by operations against the enemy in the 
last war. At the same time, he felt bound to say 
that he did not approve of introducing these 
amendments into the regular annual appropriation 
bills of the Executive Bapartinesies. 


731 





these were admitted, many more, equally merito- 
rious, would be brought forward. He could men- 


—New London. And if he thought the amend- 
ment now pending could succeed 
Mr. EVANS. There is not the least danger 
that it will succeed. Gentlemen may make them- 
selves easy on that point. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ATCHISON moved an amendment to the 
bill, the purport of which was not heard in the 
reporter’s gallery. 

he amendment was rejected. 

No other amendments being offered, the bill 

was reported back to the Senate; the amendments 





| were ordered to be engrossed ; the bill was ordered 


to be read a third time; and subsequently, it was 
read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, the supplementary 
Navy appropriation bill from the House, entitled 
** A bill making appropriations for certain objects 
of expenditure therein named, in the year ending 
June 30, 1844,’’ was taken up for consideration 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAYWOOD wishing to record his vote 
against this extraordinary and unconstitutional 
bill, called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired if there was any law 
authorizing the building of a steam vessel-of-war 
at Pittsburg. 

Mr. EVANS had not examined into that mat- 
ter so as to enable him to come to a decision on 
that subject. There wasa difference of opinion 
on that point between the House apd the Depart- 
ment. But, without going critically into that 

uestion, the fact existed that the steamer was in 
the process of completion, under the contracts of 
the Department, which may have exceeded its 
authority. The vessel, it was admitted, was re- 

uired, and would be desirable and important for 
the purpose intended. 


Mr. WOODBURY required the preamble of 
the bill to be read; for it really appeared to him 
to be of a very extraordinary character, and such 
as would be objectionable to gentlemen who, like 
himself, did not intend to vote against the bill. 

The preamble was read. : 

Mr. ARCHER did not profess, nor had he 
ever, as a member of the Senate, professed to be 
a very strict constructionist, on subjects of public 
expenditure for objects of unquestionable utilit 
in anational pointof view. But, really, althoug 
the payments provided for in this bill may be re- 
quisite to redeem the faith of the Department 
which had incurred the obligation, the bill for 
that object came before the Senate in such a form 
as would render it impossible for him to give it 
his vote. The very preamble was of the most 
objectionable character. It stigmatizes these ex- 
penditures as ee incurred, without the 
sanction of law; giving this very impropriety and 
want of authority of law as reasons why Congress 
should step beyond the line of its orice duties, 
and pass this bill. If ever he had seen a bill which, 
on its very face, was calculated to find no favor 
at the handsof friend or foe, it was this bill. He 
hoped it would be rejected, unless such explana- 
tion (which he hardly was left room to expect) 
could be given as would show a state of case to 
justify the measure in er eee form. 

Mr. EVANS presented a documentary report 
of the House explaining the whole thing. From 
a careful perusal of it he had come to the conclu- 
sion that the wording of the bill arose from a dif- 
ference of opinion between those who sustained 
the preamble, and the Department. On the one 
side, it was held that there was no authority of 
law for the expenditures—although the utility and 
necessity of the objects were not disputed; and, 
on the other, it was insisted that existing laws 

| justified the expenditures and warranted them. 
Upon such consideration as he had been able to 
|| give to the subject, in the short time he could de- 
vote to it since the bill carne: to the: Committee on 
Finance—and, pressed as the committee was with 
| multifarious duties, it was net possible to dwell 
|| longer upon it—he was inclined to agree with the 


|| House, that the Department had gone beyond its 
1 authority in these expenditures; but he thought 
| 


|| it then useless to go beyond the fact that the De- 
| partment had made contracts; had actually ex- 
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pended most of the money, and for objects in 
themselves approved of; and that, therefore, un- 
der ail the circumstances, the bill, or some such 
bill, would have to be passed. The House—and 
he did not wonder at it—disapproving of these 
unauthorized expenditures, though not of the ob- 
jects, had chosen to administer a rebuke to those 
who had thus made them; and in doing so, he 
did not feel that there was any such serious con- 


seemed toapprehend. Doubtless the House had 


stitutional principle involved as some gentlemen 
: | 


been stimulated to administer this rebuke by the 


manner in which the affairs of the De artment | 


had been carried on by the Secretar 


aes and his predecessor. 
suilding at Pittsburg, it was contended, b 
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it consisted of five or six items, amounting to 
$553,000; upwards of half a million of money ap- 
plied contrary to law, and in palpable violation 
of the express clause of the Constitution which 
says no money shall be drawn out of the Treas- 
ury without authority of law. He should vote 
against the bill in any shape or form. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that the object of his 
amendment was to remove the manifest absurd- 
ty of making the violation of a law the reason 
for making an appropriation. * 

Mr. EVANS did not see it in that light. The 
object was to restore to specific funds money 


ately re- || which the bill merely declares was expended out 


As to the steamer 
the | 


| of those funds without authority of law. 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE was satisfied that the 


Department, that the law of Congress authorizing whole difficulty arose out of the practice of ap- 
the construction of four iron war steamers of | 


medium size justified the contract. 

Mr. BAYARD referred to that act in which an 
appropriation of $400,000 was made (in 1841) for 
constructing four steamers of this kind. The 
ranten was one of them. He named the other 
three. 

Mr. EVANS admitted that authority might be 


derived from that act; but the whole of ao | 


$400,000 bad been expended on the first three, 
and now a fresh appropriation was necessary to 
complete the fourth, progressing under actual con- 
tract, Whatever had been overpaid was, of course, 
taken out of the contingent fund, and would have 
to be replaced. Now, he did not mean to say | 
that, under the administration of the last two | 
Secretaries, there had not been gross irregulari- | 
ties, fully justifying the rebuke intended to be 
conveyed by the House; for it was quite notori- | 
ous that the late Secretary and his predecessor 
had gone so far as to disregard either law or the 
restriction of specific appropriations in making 
their expenditures. The Senate had done all that 
was in its power in checking this conduct by its 
recent rejection. The present Secretary calls 
upon Congress to set these matters right, and 
says the public service must suffer if this appro- 
priation is not made; and points out the injury | 
that must result from neglecting to sustain the 
pledged good faith of the Department. Now, he 
was not justifying these things—not atall. He | 
agreed that they were all, to say the least of them, | 
irregular. But he was quite sure the Senate could | 
not be accused of sanctioning unconstitutional | 
abuses in concurring with the House in passing 
this bill, especially if it retained the rebuke which | 
it scene 

Mr. BERRIEN understood that the Senate was | 
called upon to concur in an appropriation for | 
purposes which the Department conceived itself 
authorized to contract for, but which the House 
did not. This was a difference of opinion; and 
the party which had the formation of the bill in 
its hands, in conformity with its own views, ac- 
companied the remedy with an assertion that it 











was for what was “improper,’’ and ‘for objects || 


not authorized by law.’’ Now, it did notappear 


to him at all necessary for the Senate to acquiesce 
in this recognition of a violation of law. Upona | 
careful and rigid examination of facts, it may be | 
that the Department is right, or it may be that | 
the House is right, in supposing there was no 
authority of law. He was willing to vote the 
appropriation, under the circumstances stated by | 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, but 
not to make an ex parte prejudgment, recognizing | 
illegal expenditures. 
the words “‘ improperly,’ 
authorized by law.”’ 


’ 


and ** for objects not 


Mr. EVANS had not the smallest objection to || 


thatumendment. His only reason for not offer- 
ing it himself was, that he thought if the words | 
were stricken out the House would not pass the 
bill. He had, in this view of the case, and from 
a feeling that the rebuke was not undeserved, 
been willing to take the bill as it stood, without 
any amendment. But the Senate could now do 
as it pleased. 


| 


He moved to strike out || 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Co was right. 
’ 


ointing incompetent orimproper persons to office. 

his transaction ought not to be screened from 
the country. It seemed to him to be the duty of 
Congress to expose it. He understood it to be 
the view of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, as well as that of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that these expenditures were made 
without authority of law. 

Mr. HAYWOOD said, if gentlemen were will- 
ing to appropriate public money out of the Treas- 
ury, and apply it without authority of law, let it 
be so stated on the face of the bill. He hoped 
the amendment would not prevail. 

Mr. BERRIEN might be in error as to the view 
he took of this matter; and if he was, he should 
be willing to stand corrected. His object was to 
prevent the bill involving in itself the absurdity 
of being authorized by animproper appropriation. 

Mr. EVANS. An improper expenditure. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Well, the money has been 





| of winter, sto 





already paid, and the question is whether an ap- 
propriation shall be made to make up the funds 
out of which it was paid; and, in — this, as- 
sign as a reason the impropriety and want of 
authorit 
Mr. 


of law. 
VALKER thought the Senator from 
This was not the manner in 
which the officers of the Government should be 
met on questions involving their malversations in 
in office. To impeach them in an appropriation 
bill was, to say the least of it, very extraordinary. 
He concurred in the view that, if these expendi- 
tures were made in violation of law, it was an 
assumption of power forbidden by the Constitu- 
tion. But surely there was no propriety in ad- 
ministering rebuke in a manner never contem- 
plated by the Constitution—in an appropriation 
bill! It was not only rebuking the Department, 
but the rebukers—a species of self-castigation, 
not unlike that the record of which was to be met 
with in the history of certain saints, who, to pun- 
ish the arch-enemy of mankind, whipped them- 
selves with whips of scorpions, or, in the middle 
naked on the tops of elevated 
poles, high up in the air, to make themselves as 
miserable and unhappy as they possibly could. 
He was not for administering this joint castigation 
in an appropriation bill. The course was quite 
obvious, (and it was open to the House,) for ad- 


| ministering the rebuke so as to fall only on those 


|| propriation was made. 


| 


who provoke it. 


Mr. EVANS hoped the question would be taken 


|| without further debate. He was quite indifferent 


in what form the bill was passed, so that the a 
There was not, after all, 
any great harm done. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Berrien’s 
amendment; and it resulted—yeas 6, nays 32; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Berrien, Lewis, Morehead? 


|; Tallmadge, and Walker—6. 


NAYS —Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, 


|| Bates, Benton, Breese, Buchanan, Choate, Clayton, Day- 
|} ton, Evans, Fi 

|| wood, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Miller, Niles, Pearce, 
|| Porter, Semple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Upham, White, Wood- 


airfield, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Hay- 
bridge, Woodbury, and Wright—32. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAPPAN did not see how he could vote 


Mr. ALLEN callen the attention of the Senate for this illegal and unconstitutional appropriation 


to the fact that it was after much discussion and 
upon due deliberation the House had decided upon 


| 


| 


of public money. 
Mr. EVANS. Precisely as you would on an 


inserting these words; and that in these expendi- |) anpronmenan bill in any other form, to meet the 
i 


tures the Constitution had been violated. The 
House, in the preamble of this bill, merely states 
the fact that expenditures had been improperly 
made, without authority of law; which nobody 
denied. In looking through the bill he found | 


| ° 


i 


ations of the Government. : 
Mr. WOODBURY did not see anything un- 
usual in the appropriation. It was to make up 
deficiencies in specific funds, occasioned 7 an 
not 


improper disbursement of money whichcoul 


June 14, 


now be recalled. The object of this ; 
tion—that of makin these deficieneeg 
sustaining the good faith of the Government. 
was a proper one; and therefore gentlemen need 
have no in in vets for that object, 

Mr. BAYARD thought the subject was mad 
to assume an aspect which did not properly ‘a 
long to it. It was not true to the extent assumed. 
that the money had been taken out of the Treas. 
ury without authority of law, and im roper! 
expended. For instance: the building of four oe 
dium war steamers was authorized by law, ang 
this is one of the four; and contracts are pendin 
to be met by this appropriation; and if the objects 
have not heretofore been sanctioned, the appro. 
—— gives them the necessary sanction of ed 

ut the whole thing was misapprehended. Whe, 
the present Secretary of the Navy came into Office 
he found that great irregularities had existed under 
the administration of his predecessors; and that 
over-expenditures on one appropriation had been 
made good, by creating deficiencies in others, or 
exhausting them; and in turn making these good 
out of new appropriations intended altogether for 
different purposes. Instead of following on in 
this irregular and improper track, he honestly 
came forward to Congress and exposed the irreg- 
ularity, stating the deficiencies in specific funds, 
and how they occurred. He merely required that 
all these things would be set right by Congress, 
that he might fulfill his nerd by confining, in future, 
his expenditures to specific appropriations in con- 
formity to law. And would it now be proper, at 
the threshold of this salutary reform, to throw any 
impediment in the were 

r. WOODBRIDGE supposed the case was, 
that contracts and expenditures had been made 
contrary to law. Congress had now to pay the 
money; and there was an end to it. 

The bill was read the third time; and on the ques- 
tion, ‘Shall this bill pass?”’ the yeas and nays 
having been called for, and ordered, the result 
was—yeas 26, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barrow, Bayard, Buchanan, Choate, 
Clayton, Colquitt, Dayton, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Hanne- 
gan, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Lewis, McDuf- 

e, Pearce, Porter, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, White, and Woodbury—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison, Atherton, 
Bagby, Berrien, Breese, Fairfield, Haywood, Mangum, 
Niles, Semple, Tappan, Woodbridge, and Wright—15. 

So the bill was passed. 

NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF MISSOURI. 


The Senate bill for the settlement of the north- 
ern boundary line of Missouri, returned from the 
House with sundry amendments, was, on motion 
of Mr. BERRIEN, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 


Mr. McDUFFIE called up the question of re- 
consideration on the vote refusing to order the bill 
to be engrossed for the remission of duties on 
railroad iron. 

Mr. HUNTINTON objected, on the ground 
that too much time would be lost in discussing 
the subject. 

Mr. McDUFFIE did not think it would take 
ten minutes. He understood the object of the 
friends of the bill was now to amend it so as to 
limit the time of importing railroad iron duty free, 
to that contracted for which shall be on ship board 
before a certain day in August next. Thatcould 
not possibly affect any iron interest in the coun- 
try, (as none could be prepared to furnish it be- 
fore that time,) or prevent the filling of contracts 
already made. 

Mr. BERRIEN stated that such would be the 
amendment he should propose if the vote was 
reconsidered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN would as soon have the 
original bill as the amendment. He was utterly 
opposed to both; and demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone the previous orders. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and resulted 
—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Col- 
Sen donne’ Lewin Mebui, Pha, Foner Sen 
n ’ ’ 

Stmumons, Tallmadge, Upham, Woodbridge, and Wright 

NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Barrow, 
Bates. Dayton, Fair- 


field Franci Hannegan, Ha ood Huntington, ’ 
Miller, ch Gungeen, Tappa, Walker, and White 


Se the motion did not prevail. 
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ria. PAY FOR HORSES. until, on motion of Mr. HAYWOOD, the bill || therein mentioned; which were read three times, 
, Or vr. CRITTENDEN reported back, from the || 4s postponed indefinitely—yeas 21, nays 20; as || and passed. 
it~ committee on Military Affairs, the House bill || follows: Mr. WINTHROP, from the same committee, 
eed waking appropriations for horses lost by Mis- sees 20anas, Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bay- || reported back Senate bill entitled ** An act for the 
; eari volunteers in the Florida war, without a ee ee ee ee | relief of Benjamin Adams & Co., and otlfers;” 
sy endment, and recommended its passage. Pearce, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—ai.” || Which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
. The bill was taken up, as in Committee of the NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Colquitt, Evans, House. 
td, Whole, considered, reported back, and read the ieee, ianege, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, Lewis, Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
“ gird time, and passed. White, Woodbenige, and Wright Tallmadge, 7 eee: epecees ere bat £8 No. ae A 
n act for the relief of persons residin 
ne- PET CREEES. LAND CLAIMS. within the reputed limits of Arkansas or Louise 
ind On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Sen- On motion of Mr. BARROW, the Senate bill || ana, and beyond the boundary line between the 
ng, ye went into executive session; and, after some || amended by the House, and reported back from || United States and the Republic of Texas, as es- 
cts ime spent therein, resumed legislative business. || the Committee on the Judiciary, for the adjust- || tablished by the commissioners appointed to ascer- 
7 DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON — of _ rr in et Mississippi, = — same,’’ without amendment. 
, mets abama, and Arkansas, was taken up. bill w d three ti d : 
en On motion of Mr. HUGER, the previous or- Mr. B. moved that the Senate aan in the eg ." er i aint: oc ¥8 ae i 
Ce jers were suspended, and the question was - tc House amendments. anni we ee La eee 
er yp of reconsidering the vote by which the Senate Before any question was taken on this motion 
vat wad to order the bill for the remission of du- || the Senate, aos eatiel of Mr. PEARCE, at eleven aor ae ee aie ey 
- tes a railroad iron to be engrossed and read a || o’clock, p. m., adjourned. House of 8th of February last, inquiring whether the ma- 
r third tinte nicipal authorities of the city of New York exact and 
od The question of reconsideration was advocated ete on citar ee ae ee ’ 
x . so, ’ - 
or by Mr. BERRIEN, and opposed by Messrs. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. nell, Minturn & Co.; and also the petition ofc. W. Turner; 
iy DC OLLER s ee > . Frinay, June 14, 1844. and that they be laid upon the table. 
; I. called for the yeas and nays. i : i 
& The yeas and nays were ordered; and cas Pag PeEa A Yorpnene marine been rend in saeieh ake Walbeieuestones : ae rie gree 
8, TMM iecided that the vote should be reconsidered— || *y4,, PARMENTER moved that the further || agreed to: 
. = — = : i. eer reading be dispensed with. Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state 
’ AS—Messrs. Archer , Berrien Colquitt, Evan ‘ of the U i fi si i 
e, francis, Henderson, Huger, iaeasin, Sewn MeDuttie’ ean a e jae objected, and the bill (HL. R. No. 374) entitled AR aaa addition $0 the 
ne Phelps, Porter, Semple, Simmons, Tappan, White, Wood- erk proceeded to finish the reading; and it was || several acts re ulating the shipment and discharge of sea- 
at bridge, and Wright—19. then approved. men, and the duties of consuls,” in order that it may take 
y are eae. Aas Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bay- Mr. DGE, of Wisconsin, asked permisssion || its place upon the Speaker’s table. 
Ewan, "Merck, Miler, Pearos, Surgeon, and |] Commitee onthe Jadieiary ne | biltproveding fore customehouse and pact office 
§ jalker—16. ° 8 ‘ 7 
le ; Mr. VANCE prepheed that all the bills on the || at Fall River, Massachusetts, accompanied by a 
“ Mr. BERRIEN now moved to strike out the || Speaker’s table should be taken up and referred || report. ‘The bill was read twice aud referred. to 
words ‘* two oe and insert ‘‘already im- |! to appropriate committees. He hoped no one bill || the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
. ported, or shall be on board ship for import, under {| would be singled out from the rest. Union 
4 wntract, on or before the Ist of August next.” Mr. DODGE moved a suspension of the rules Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the 
t Mr. B. explained that this ought to satisfy the The motion was not agreed to |] Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill (No 
Senator from Pennsylvania. ; Mr. DUNLAP desired leave to report a bill || 426) entitled ‘*An act to establish certain post 
. oe pect oe warmer ny 2 6 ong any inter- from the Committee on Commerce; which was || routes;’” which was read twice, and referred to 
‘ erence We € protection of the iron interests || objected to. the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
f. a = of 1842. d r.J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to present || Union. 
' * Offered an amendment to the || certain memorials. Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
amendment, providing for the satisfaction of judg- Objections were made by Messrs. SAUNDERS, || Judiciary, reported a bill (No. 425) entitled ‘‘ An 
; — cake a —— iron. REDING, and others. "II act for the panishiniant of certain crimes in rela- 
ny EN perceived that there was no end || Mr, INGERSOLL moved a suspension of the || tion to public securities; which was read twice, 
to this business of corporation avarice, upon || ryles, and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
a see eee $0" sal cpaehe {0 || ‘The motion was negatived. the state of the Union. 
- Ji vss of the country. To get rid of these merce- BURSURE: ROOM COMMITS AES. eoksnkstimaaes asin ce aiieateiioese 
e nary corporation contests, he moved to lay the Mr. WHITE called forthe regular order of the || charged from the consideration of the petition of citizens 
a whole subject on the table, and called for the yeas ~ of Michigan and Illinois, in relation to placing the naviga- 
1 and nays. he SPEAKER announced the first business || tion of the lakes under the maritime laws and regulations, 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Meests. Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Benton, Buchanan, Choate, Dayton, Fairfield, Hay- 
wood, Huntington, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Pearce, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby, Berrien, Breese, Col- 
quitt, Evans, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, 
Huger, Jarnagin, Lewis, McDuffie, Phelps, Porter, Semple, 
Sevier, Simmons, White, Woodbridge, and Wright—22. 

= the Senate refused to lay the bill on the 
table, 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
PORTER, EVANS, BERRIEN, HITE, 
SIMMONS, MILLER, and DAYTON. 

a MERRICK moved to lay-the bill on the 
e. 


a motion was not agreed to—ayes 16, noes 


The subject was further discussed by Messrs. 
SEVIER and EVANS; when 
Mr. ATHERTON moved to adjourn; which 
the Senate refused to do—ayes 19, noes 19. 
_The discussion was again resumed, and con- 
tinued till it was peroat ing midnight, when, 
On motion of Mr. ALLEN, a vote was taken 
on the question of postponing the further consid- 
eration of the subject to the second Monday in 
Jecember next; and it was decided in the nega- 
uve—yeas 20, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Benton, Buchanan, Choate, Dayton, Fairfield, Hay- 
wood, Hun Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, 
Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, and Woodbury—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bagby Berrien, Colquit, Evans, 
Mebuther Belg’ Ferer Sevier Schnee, Tamale 
» Phelps, er, Sevier, 
White, Woodbridge, and Wright—20. m a 
_ The discussion was resumed for some time 
‘onger, amidst continual calls for adjournment, 





in order to be the calling of committees for reports. 
Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill from the Senate 
No. 105) entitled ‘An act for the relief of James 
itchie,’’ reported the same without amendment; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. V. also reported back joint resolution of 
the Senate entitled ‘* A resolution concerning the 
copper rock of Lake Superior,’’ without amend- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. V., from the same committee, reported 
a bill (No. 518) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Alexander Mitchell; a bill (No. 
520) for the relicf of Zachariah Lawrence, of 
Ohio; and a bill (No. 521) for the relief of Ed- 
ward A. Lambert; accompanied by a report in 
each case; which were severally read a first and 
second time, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. COBB, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (No. 522) for the relief of A. R.S. Hunter, 
accompanied by a report; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill (No. 523) for the extension 
of Morse’s telegraph from Baltimore to the city of 
New York; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. PHCENIX, from the same committee, re- 
ported Senate bill entitled “‘ An act relating to 
certain collection districts, and for other pur- 

s,’’ without amendment; and Senate bill en- 
titled ‘* An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to grant a register to the British boat 


and that they be laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Franklin Whitney ; and that it be laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolation of 
the Legislature of the State of Ohio, for the removal of the 
summer term of the United States circuit court from Cin- 
einnati to Columbus; and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CATLIN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
S. Roberts; which was read twice, and referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of James L.. Campbell; which was read twice, 
and referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. REDING, from the Committee on Public 
Expenditures, reported a bill for the more econom- 
ical disbursement of public money, and for the 
settlement of public accounts; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, without amendment, an 
act to settle the title to Pea Patch island, in the 
river Delaware; and an act authorizing persons to 
whom reservations of land have been made under 
Indian treaties, to alienate the same in fee; and 
they were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CROSS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back Senate bill entitled 
‘An act authorizing a patent to be issued to 
Joseph Campau, for a certain tract of land in the 
State of Michigan, without amendment. 
bill was read three times, and passed. 
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Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of a 
and Means, to which was referred the bill] of the 
House entitied ** An act makingappropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year en ing 
1844, and for other purposes,’ reported the same 
back, with amendments; and it was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported back an act for the re- 


lief of the legal representatives of George Duval |) 
and other Cherokees; and an act supplementary | 


to the act entitled “An act to regulate trade and 
intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to preserve 
peace on the frontiers,’’ passed 30th June, 1834; 
and they were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the stxte of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. POTTER, of Rhode Island, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 


be discharged from the turther consideration of the petition 
of Sefixino Moxa; and also the petition of Charles Lee 


and George W. Goldman; and that they be laid upon the | 


table, 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of John Lynd, and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DEBERRY, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of citizens of the State of Massachusetts in rela- 
tion to the operauion of the tariff upon the agri- 


culture of the country, and the appropriation of || 


the Smithsonian bequest for the purposes of agri- 
cultural education. 

Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
ciizens of Morgan county, in the State of Illinois, 
praying the establishment of an agency for the 
inspection and purchase of water-rotted hemp in 
that State. 


Mr. POTTER, of Rhode Island, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, to whom was re- 





| would lead to aspeedy mail arrangement between 
| the United States and the continent of Europe, and 
Germany in particular. What action that memo- 
rial had received from the Committee on the Post 


the 30th of June, | Office and Post Roads, to which he had referred 


| it, he did not know. He supposed it had been 
| overlooked in the mass of business before that 
| committee, whose time, he had understood, had 

been much occupied in the proposed reform in the 


|| internal mail arrangements of the United States. 


i 








| 


j 
| 








ferred a bill of the House entitled “A bill to | 
amend an act confirming certain land claims in | 


the State of Michigan,’’ reported an amendatory 
bill; and it was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON, from the Committee on | 


| 


Indian Affairs, reported a bill to authorize the 
furnishing of goods and provisions by the De- 
partment of War to the Indian tribes. 


MONEYS DUE TO CHOCTAWS. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON offered a joint resolution on 
the subject of funding moneys that may be due to 
Choctaw Indians now in the State of Mississippi. 

On this resolution a discussion ensued, in which 
Messrs. C. JOHNSON and WHITE took part, 
which was terminated by the expiration of the 
morning hour. 


POSTAL COMMUNICATION. 


Mr. TIBBATTS offered the following joint | 


resolution: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to enter into such arrangement or ar- 
rangements with the proper authorities in France and Ger- 
many, and the owners or agents of vessels plying regularly 
between those couatries and the United States, whereby a 
safe, and, as near as possible, regular, direct mail communi- 
cation, under official guarantee, between the United States 
and the continent of Europe—the ports of Bremen, in Ger- 
many, and Havre, ir France, and such other principal ports 
on said continent as the Postmaster General may deem 
most proper—shall be secured; so that the entire inland 
and foreign postage on letters, and all other mail matter 
sent over from and to the United States, to and from any 
port of France and of the United States comprehended with- 
in the German Customs Union, and of those countries on 
the continent between which and France, and the said 
German States, there exists a continued arrangement of 
the like kind, may be paid at the place where they are re- 
spectively mailed or received. 


Mr.-'T. remarked that he had, some time since, 
presented a memorial from certain German citi- 
zens of the United States, by which they repre- 
sented that there were no international arrange- 





ments existing which properly secured and regu- | 


lated mail communications between the United 
States and the continent of Europe, who respect- 
fully complained that the German population in 


| 


the United States were much injured by the want | 
of efficient facilities for the speedy and safe trans- | 


mission of letters, papers, and parcels, to and from 
the continent, and particularly to and from Ger- 
many, through the posts and distributin 
offices of Hamburg, Bremen, and Havre, and pray- 


post | 


| 
| country; and, taken en masse, he had found them 
| 


|| He offered this amendment now, which he thought 


ought to be — as an act of justice toa very 
large and valuable portion of the population of 
| this Union. 1t was believed that the number of 
srsons who spoke the German language in the 
United States could be safely estimated at two and 
a half million, of whom more than one and a half 
| million are natives of Germany, which is aug- 
menting by an annual accession of from twenty 
to thirty thousand new comers, 
| He had had occasion to have much intercourse 
| with the German population in the West, many 
| of whom were his constituents, and he would not 
| let this occasion pass without paying to them that 
| just tribute of respect to which their character 
entitled them. He was well acquainted with their 
habits and manners; many of them were among 
the most intelligent and well educated men in the 


| 
| 


a sober, laboriously industrious, a moral, honest, 
religious, and law-abiding people; they brought 
with them large accessions of money and propert 

to the country; and by their industry and east 
ity added greatly to its improvement, productions, 
and wealth. The Germans have established about 


printed in the German language, of which about 
forty are in the State of Pennsylvania alone, and 
the others in the principle cities throughout the 


= ; ; : 
ee newspapers in this country, which are 
| 





| 


Union; among them there are two in New York, 
three in Philadelphia, three in Baltimore, one in 
Charleston, one in New Orleans, five in Cincin- 
nati—of which three are daily papers—four in 
Pittsburg, one in Louisville, hos in St. Louis, 
one in Milwaukee, two in Buffalo; all of which 
are edited by European Germans, most of them 
with great ability, and advocating American sen- 
timents. By far the greater number of the Ger- 
mans in the United States have left relations, 
friends, or property in Germany, and entertain 


/ more or less frequent communication with the 


fatherland. Most letters now go by the way of 
England or (the great part) by Havre. On the 
English route, they are subjected to a transit post- 
age, by which the postage ona single letter, when 
it arrives in Germany, will amount to sixty-two 
cents—which seems to be, and in fact is, an ex- 
orbitant tax to those who are in the habit of send- 
ing letters through the whole length of Europe 


| for one fourth of that amount, in consequence of 


the recent reductions of postage in France, Aus- 

tria, Prussia, and almost all European nations. 
Besides this, those who mail letters from the 

United States, via England, to the continent of 


| Europe, have to prepay the inland postage here— 


which brings the postage of every single letter to 


| about one dollar, to say nothing of double and 





manifold letters. On the route via Havre, the 
cost is not much less. Every newspaper pass- 


| ing through England is charged one shilling post- 


ge. 
As England has reciprocity conventions with 
most post departments on the continent of Eu- 


| rope, such direct arrangements would be no less 
| desirable between the Post Office Department of 


the United States and the continental post offices 
—unless an arrangement could be effected with 
Great Britain to induce her to reduce the transit 
foreign postage. 

As the post office law of the United States now 
stands, the inland posiage only can be paid (and 
it must be paid in all cases) in the United States. 
As letters are forwarded very irregularly, and 
without official security, by casual vessels, b 
Bremen and Hamburg, at least, and other conti- 
nental ports, except oe and as those vessels 
are under no regulations as to their charges for 
the carriage of letters, &c., which is paid to them 
at the post offices at Bremen, Hamburg, &c., on 
the delivery of the letters at those offices, an ad- 
ditional charge is added to the further continental 
inland postage; great inconveniences result and 


| losses arise, and, in fact, total failures of all at- 


ing that Congress should adopt such measures as || tempts at such communication. 
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The postage, under the arrangemen : 
prsgenet by the amendment te aa id 
in almostall cases, be prepaid in the United Sta 
by the senders, whose better circumstances o., 
erally enable them to do so with ease; as the Ben 
age which ere comparatively trifling i 
according to the valuation of things on the par 
nent of Europe, would be considered a heay 7 
exorbitant tax, which even persons in ps! ws 
cumstances there are unable or unwilling to el 
In consequence, letters of great private interest, 
as well as those upon important business may 
ters, to private persons or officials, magistrates 
aps authorities, or corporate bodies, frequent. 

y remain in post offices unattended to on accoyn, 
of the inability of poor relations, or the want of 
funds and authority in official bodies to receiv, 
and pay for them. 

So deeply is the want of these facilities of inter. 
national communication with Germany felt, ang 
so urgent is the demand for them, that, of |ate 
years, private individuals have made a* business 
of traveling as letter-carriers between the United 
States and Germany. These carriers undertake 
the safe delivery of letters to all parts of Ger. 
many, and the return of answers to them. No 
less than six such agents have already announced 
their intentions to start ona trip of this kind from 
Cincinnati and that neighborhood, during the 
present year, to Germany and the contiguous parts 
of France. It will be obvious, then, that such 
arrangements will afford great convenience to 
hundreds of thousands of persons in the United 
States who now have occasion to write letters of 
friendship or business, to make remittances, to 
send papers or parcels to the continent of Europe, 
and to receive the like in return. It would greatly 
increase the communication between the two 
countries; it would be productive of all those in- 
numerable advantages and mutual benefits (intel- 
lectual, political, agricultural, mechanical, and 
commercial) which flow from an increased and 
enlarged national intercourse, and be consonant 
with the progressive and improving spirit of the 
times, and with other relations of a more ex- 
tended intercourse about to be established between 
this country and Germany. 

It would add greatly to the wealth of this coun- 
try by facilitating the collection in and drawing 
from Europe inheritances, legacies, and other 
claims falling due to inhabitants of the United 
States, amounting in the aggregate annually toa 
large sum, of which a great portion is now lost 
for the want of facilities of intercommunication, 
and because many of the individual claims are too 
small to justify the expense which would be ne- 
cessarily incurred in the employment ofan agent 
to visit Europe and give his personal attention to 
the business. 

Considering the great number of persons in this 
country who are in want of such facilities; the 
number of letters now sent to and received from 
Europe; the great proportionable intrease of cor- 
respondence to and from Germany contingent 
upon sucha measure; and the certainty that almost 
all letters would be prepaid in the United States; 
and that, on balancing accounts with the corre- 
sponding foreign post offices, the balance would 

ways be in favor of the United States, it is be- 
lieved that it would greatly augment the revenues 
of the Post Office Department, which, itis thought, 
might, at a low estimate, be computed at not less 
than $25,000 per annum. Bat should such cal- 
culations fail, at all events, it cannot amount to 
more than two fifths of a cent per head, compared 
with the number of the German population in the 
Union; a matter too small to be considered. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed, 
and then read the third time, and passed. 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. WINTHROP asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution; 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed to furnish to such members of the present 
House of Representatives as have not already received 
them, such books as were furnished to the members 
Twenty Sixth and Twenty-Seventh Congresses, including 
the fourteenth volume of Regivter of and the Con- 
gressiona! Globe and Appendix, published by Blair & Rives, 
provided that this resolution shall not be construed to au- 
thorize the reprinting of any of said books. 


Objections being made by some, 
Mr. WINTHROP moved a suspension of the 
rules. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 


sificient number not rising, they were not or- 


d. : 

er. WINTHROP moved the previous ques- 

ijon; which was seconded by the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays on ordering the main question; and de- 
ganded tellers on the yeas and nays, who reported 
ayes 20, noes 125. 

he SPEAKER decided that there was nota 
sufitient number to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; and demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. Mr. J. was proceeding to 
make some remarks, when he was interrupted by 
joud and frequent callsto order, = 

Mr. CARROLL begged leave to inquire.if the 
oid members had not been furnished with books. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that he had Hot; and 
made some other remarks, which were drowned 
amid loud calls to order. a alee 

Mr. DROMGOOLE rose to make an inquiry. 

Mr. WINTHROP objected to any inquiry 
whatever. ; 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said the gentleman did not 
object when the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CanroLL] made an inquiry. He desired to make 
an inquiry as to a matter of fact. 

The SPEAKER said the remarks of the gen- 
tleman were out of order. No debate could be 
entertained. . ; 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he wished to 
know whether there were any books on hand, or 
whether the Clerk would have to purchase them. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that there were no 
books on hand, and that the Clerk would have to 
purchase them. 

The question was then taken on laying the res- 
olution on the table; and decided in the negative 
—yeas 64, nays 111; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Ashe, Atkinson, 
Baker, Barringer, Benton, Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, William j. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Reuben Chapman, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Daniel, Dar- 
rah, Richard D. Davis, Dromgoole, Elmer, Farlee, French, 
Byram Green, Hammett, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Cave John- 
son, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W.Jones, 
Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, 
Lucas, Lyon, McClelland, McKa poennats Morris, Peyton, 
David 8S. Reid, Reding, Rhett, itter, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Thomas I. Seymour, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, 
John Stewart, Thompson, Tucker, Williams, Woodward, 
and Joseph A. Wright—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Barnard, James A. BJack, 
Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Buffington, Shepherd Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Cobb, Collamer, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dellett, Dickey, 
Dillingham, Douglas, Dunlap, Ellis, Ficklin, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Giddings, Goggin, Willis Green, Grinnell, Hale, 
Hamlin, Harrison, Harper, Hays, Herrick, Hoge, Hubbell, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jameson, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Leon- 
ard, Lumpkin, Maclay, Marsh, Mathews, McCauslen, Mc- 
Clernand, McConnell, McDowell, Mclivaine, Edward J. 
Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Norris, Owen, Pat- 
terson, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Charles M. Reed, Kelfe, Roberts, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, 
Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Stone, 
Strong, Summers, Taylor, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Tilden, 
Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Win- 
throp, and William Wright—111. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Mr. SIMONS, after the roll had been called 
through, asked leave to record his name in the 
affirmative. He was in the House, but not within 
the bar, when his name was called. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order, as the 
getleman was not within the bar when his name 
was called. 

The question was then put on the passage of 


the resolution; and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative, 


Mr. WINTHROP moved a:reconsideration of 
the vote on the of the resolution. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 67, nays 105. 
So the vote was not reconsidered. 
RHODE ISLAND MEMORIALS. 
_Mr. BURKE, pursuant to notice heretofore 
given, moved the printing of five thousand extra 
copies of the report of the select committee on 
the Rhode Island memorial. _ 
Objections were made in various quarters. 










| clerks of the district and circuit courts, and mar- 
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The orders of the day were called for; and 


(nays on the suspension of the rules; but a || therefore the resolution was not received. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


A resolution to authorize the sale, or other dis- 


9 ofa lot of ground belonging to the United 


tates, in the city of Savannah—to the Committee 


; : ee / on Commerce. 
The following executive communications were || 
| then presented to the House: 


Senate bill No. 10 was taken up; the question 


being on agreeing to the amendment of the Senate 


A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- |! to the amendments of the House. 


| mitting the information called for by the resolu- || 


tion of the House of Representatives of the 3lst | 


January last, in relation to the salaries and pay- | 
ments made tocertain persons and for certain ob- || 
| jects, during the years 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 
| 1842, and 1843. 


} 


A letter.from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a report from Professor W. R. Johnson, 
of Philadelphia, of a series of experiments upon | 
coal, made in pursuance of the act of September | 
11, 1841, making appropriations for the purchase | 
of naval ordnance stores, and for other purposes. | 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury | 
ad interim, transmitting two reports, in answer to 
the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 29th January last, relative to the amount of 
fees returned as received by district attorneys, 


shals of the several districts of the United States. 
A letter from the Comptroller of the Treasury, | 


| transmitting, in conformity to the act of the 3d || 
March, 1809, ‘‘to amend the several acts for the | 
establishment and regulation of the Treasury, | 
War, and Navy Departments,” and of the act | 
passed on the 3d March, 1817, ‘‘to provide for || 


+ has been heretofore barred or declared to be null and void, 
shall be embraced within the provision of this act. 


the prompt settlement of public accounts,” a 


statement of balances on the books of the Treas- | 


ury remaining due for more than three years. 
CHEROKEE CLAIMANTS. 


A joint resolution for the relief of certain || 


claimants under the Cherokee treaty of 1836. 


be put upon its passage. 
Mr.C. JOHNSON objected, and spoke at some 
length against the passage of the resolution. 


Mr. CLINGMAN explained, and defended it, | 


and concluded by moving the previous question 
on the third reading. 

The previous question was sustained; and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 


The yeas and nays were (lemanded and ordered; | 


and being taken, were—yeas 105, nays 50. 

The resolution was read the third time. 

Mr. THOMPSON made some observations in 
favor of-its passage. 

Mr. COBB moved the previous question. 


; : 
The previous oo was seconded, and the 


main question ordered to be now put, on the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were demanded; but they 
were not ordered, 

The resolution'was adopted. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and resolutions from the | 
Senate were read a first and second time, and re- | 


ferred to appropriate committees: 

A bill for the relief of Mark Simpson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Reeside, executrix 
of the last will and testament of James Reeside, 
deceased—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

An act to recognize the sales of public lands in 
Louisiana, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of Asa Andrews—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

An act supplementary to ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the Secretary of State to liquidate certain claims 


therein mentioned’’—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


An act fur the payment of certain arrearages 


equitably due to the Stockbridge and Munsee 
nation of Indians, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


An act for the relief of Walter S. Alexander 


and others—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


A resolution for the relief of Seth M. Leaven- 
worth—to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. 


A resolution explanatory of an act making ap- 
propriations for the payment of revolutionary 
and other pensioners of the United States, for the 
fiscal yoer ending June 30, 1845—to the Commit- 
tee of 


ays and Means. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
An act respecting the northern boundary of 


the State of Missouri. Some amendments were 
| offered and adopted; and the bill was reag the third 
| time, and passed. 


VALENTINE GEISEY. 
The amendments of the Senate to the bill for 


the relief of the legal representatives of Valen- 
tine Geisey, deceased, were read and concurred in. 


LAND CLAIMS. 
The House proceeded to the consideration of 


|| the bill from the Senate (No. 20) entitled ‘* An 
|| act to provide for the adjustment of land claims 
| within the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana, and in those parts of the States of 
Mississippi and Alabama south of the thirty-first 
degree of north latitude, and between the Missis- 
sippi and Perdido rivers;”’ the question being on 
the adoption of the following amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union: 


Add at the end of the first section the following: 
Provided, That no claim which, by any act of Congress, 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, moved to amend 


the amendment by adding a further provision. 


The question was then taken on concurring in 


the amendment of the committee; and it was 


| agreed to. 
Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the resolution | 


The bill was then ordered to be read a third 


| time. 


Mr. SLIDELL moved the previous question. 
Mr. HAMLIN moved a call of the House. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


The question being put on seconding the call 


for the previous question, it was decided in the 
negative—ayes 66, noes 78. 


Mr. VINTON addressed the House for a short 


time in opposition to the bill and amendment; but 
the hour of half past two o’clock arriving, his 
remarks were arrested by the Chair, and the 
House took a recess until four o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION. 


At four o’clock the Speaker resumed the chair. 
A message from the Senate was received by the 


hand ofA. Dicxins, Esq., their Secretary. 


A quorum not being present, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF moved a call of the 
House. 

This motion was rejected—ayes 26, noes 27. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF then moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were demandedand ordered; 
and being taken, were—yeas 4, nays 129. 

The House refused to adjourn. 


_Mr. ADAMS desired leave to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER remarked that there was a 
question before the House, and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Viton] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS said it was only a resolution of 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution could not 
be entertained unless the gentleman from Ohio 
yielded the floor; and then only by general con- 
sent. 

Mr. VINTON consented to yield the floor; but 
objections were made to the reception of the res- 
olution at this time. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution 
was adopted. 

LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. VINTON then rose and proceeded with his 
remarks (which had been suspended during the 
recess) in opposition to the pending amendment. 

He was replied to by Mr. WHITE, who ad- 
vocated the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, moved the previous 
question; and made some remarks in explanation 
of the amendment. 
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Mr. BURKE moved to lay the bill on the table; | 
which was rejected—nayes 81, noes 85. 
The question was then put on ee of | 
the bill; and it was decided in the affirmative— | 
yeas 86, nays 84. 


APPLICATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved | 
itaclf into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Horxiys in the chair,) 
and took up bill No, 309, being a bill to enable 
the War Department to apply certain balances of 
ee and for other purposes; which, 
after being considered, was laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD, 


Mr. HARPER moved that the committee take 
up the bill making appropriations for the contin- | 
vance of the Cumberland road in the States of | 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 

4n this motion tellers were called for; and 
Messrs. Green and Hanarson were appointed. 
The tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 47; being less | 
than a quorum, 

NAVAL PENSIONS. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take | 
up the appropriation bills on the Speaker’s table, | 
which were entitled to precedence, 

A point of order was raised, but was overruled 





by the Chairman; and the committee took up the 


bill making appropriation for naval pensions, 
which had come back from the Senate with some | 
amendments. 

The first amendment was one making an ap- 
propriation of $10,000, for the relations of those 
persons that were lost in the Grampus and Sea 
Gull. 

Mr. McKAY said he was opposed to this ex- 
penditure; but as the pensions had been author- 
ized by law, it was necessary that provision 
should be made for them, and hence the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means recommended a concur- 
rence with the Senate’s amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 





Mr. McKAY said there were various other 
amendments, which he would explain together, 
to obviate a separate explanation as each amend- | 
ment came up for the action of the committee. 
He then went into a lengthened explanation; and | 
was followed in some remarks by Messrs. J. R. | 
INGERSOLL, SEYMOUR of New York, CAU- 
SIN, and BARNARD. 

Mr. McKAY offered an amendment to the | 
second amendment of the Senate; which was | 
adopted. 


Mr. VANCE offered another amendment pro- 
viding for the payment to the Cherokee nation of | 
the amount due them under the fifth article of the 
treaty; being in payment for the improvements | 
upon the lands purchased from them by the Gov- 
ernment. 

This amendment was opposed by Messrs. Mc- 
KAY and St. JOHN, on the ground that the 
appraisement of the value of those improvements | 
was excessive, and that a new appraisement had 
been ordered. 

The question being put on the adoption of the 
amendment, tellers were called for ahd eppoldited. 
‘They reported—ayes 67, noes 58. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McCLELLAND, the fol- 


lowing amendment was agreed to: 





Provided, That nothing shall be paid for any improve- 
ment without the limits of the reserve. 


The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was | 
then adopted. 


Mr. McKAY moved to reduce the third amend- 
mend of the Senate from $27,386 89 to $3,992 72, 
it being for interest due where the Government 
was not authorized to make an investment. 

This amendment was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment, as amended, was concurred in. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


For purchase of a lot of ground near Newport, Kentucky, 
|| $5,000. 


‘Fhe bill was then laid aside, to be reported. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The committee then took up the Senate’s amend- 
ments to the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill; and after concurring in several amendments, 
the following amendments were disagreed to: 


A proviso that when the office of Chief of the Bureaus of 
Construction and Repairs and of Provisions and Clothing 
shall be filled by a captain in the Navy, the compensation 
shall be the same 4s that of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Navy-Yards and Docks, and appropriating $1,000 for ar- 
rears. 


For compensation of the assistant surgeon in the office 
of the Surgeon General, $1,400. 


For compensation to the superintendent of the Post Office 
building, two years, at the rate of $250 annum. 

For surveys of the public lands, gie2 » instead of 
$55,000, as appropriated by the House. 

For outfit to Commodore Porter, as resident minister to 
Turkey, to be paid to his widow, $6,000. 

Many other amendments were acted upon, some 
of which were agreed to, and on others the com- 
mittee disagreed, 

The appropriation for lighting Pennsylvania 
| avenue, in the city of Washington, was not 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, an appropriation 
of $4,500 was introduced as an outfit fora chargé 
| to Belgjum, Mr. Hilliard being about to return. 

Mr. PATTERSON spoke at some length on 
the tariff, and some kindred subjects. The tariff 
was a means to collect revenue which this bill 
disbursed; and hence the appropriateness of his 
comments. After speaking some time, he said 
he was unwilling to consume too much of the 
time of the committee, at this late period, and he 
resumed his seat amidst loud cries of ‘‘ Go on!”’ 

Several amendments of the Senate, by which it 
was proposed to increase the compensation of the 
watchmen in the several Departments, were dis- 
agreed to. 


The item of $275,000, to purchase a buildin 
in Philadelphia, formerly occupied as the Unite 
| States Bank, for a custom-house, was disagreed to. 
The amendment in relation to the Compendium 
| of the sixth Census was disagreed to. 

The committee then rose and reported the bills 
which had been acted upon to the House. 


APPLICATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMETT, the House 
took = the bill to authorize the War Department 
to apply certain balances of appropriations, and 
for other purposes; which was read the third time, 
and passed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the Army appro- 
priation bill was taken up, and the agreements 
and disagreements of the Committee of the Whole 
to the Senate amendments were concurred in. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill was taken up, and the 
agreements and disagreements of the Committee 








|| of the Whole to the Senate amendments were con- 


curred in. 
. LAND CLAIMS. * 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider 

the vote in passing the bill for the adjustment of 


land titles in Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
and Missouri. . 


Mr. WHITE raised the question whether the 
motion was in order. 

On motion by Mr. SUMMERS, (at half past 
ten o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarunpar, June 15, 1844. 


On motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the reading 
of the Journal was dispensed with. 
The House bill making appropriations for cer- 


‘The remaining amendments were concurred in; || tain objects of expenditure therein named, in the 


and the bill was laid aside, to be reported. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 





The committee then took up the amendments || 
of the Senate to the Army apeeeee bill; and | 


after concurring in several of the amendments, 


the following amendments were disagreed to: 
For armament of fortifications, ¢100,000, 


year ending 30th of June, 1844, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
: PETITIONS. ETC. 


Mr. FOSTER presented the memorial of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, in relation to changing the 


law of naturalization to twenty-one years, to con- 


stitute citizenship for aliens. In performing the 










duty required of him—that of presenting the m, 

hovial-abe Yutpostty absthined from one : 
himself on ne 

session—as it had been intimated it would he 
should be prepared to act upon it. 
were favorable to the largest liberty which formed 
the distinguishing feature of our glorious instity. 
tions. 


ber of citizens of 
route; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 






June 15, 





e question. When_it came u 


y —he 
His feelin 


The memorial was laid on the table. 
Mr. ARCHER presented three memorials from 


Pennsylvania, asking for the extension of the term 
of ae requi 
from five years to twenty-one years; which 

laid on the table. v was 


by the naturalization laws 


Mr. UPHAM a a petition from a num- 


ermont, in favor of a new mail 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 
Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims, 


reported back the bill for the relief of Lund Wash. 
ington, and recommended its passage. 


r. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pensions, 


made an adverse report on the petition of Deborah 
Mason, for the renewal of her pension. 


He also, from the same committee, reported 


back, without amendment, and adversely to their 
passage, the following bills from the House: 


An act for the relief of John Edmonson; 

An act for the relief of William A. Joynes; 
An act for the relief of Hannah Dubois; 

An act for the relief of George Singley; 

An act for the relief of James Crawford; 

An act for the relief of Jonathan Bean; and 
An act for the relief of Elizabeth Fitch. 

He also, from the same committee, reported 


back, without amendment, and with a recommend- 
ation that they do pass, the House bills entitled 
**An act for the relief of Ann Hunter, the widow 
of Robert Hunter,” and *‘ An act for the benefit 
of John Perham.”’ 


Mr. BATES, from the same committee, reported 


back, without amendment, and adverse to their 
passage, the act for the relief of Peter Wilson, and 


the act for the relief of Sarah Parker, the widow 


of Jonathan Parker. 


He also, from the same committee, reported 


back, with a recommendation that it be postponed 


till the next session of Congress, the House bill 
entitled *‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 


granting half pay and pensions to certain widows, 


and the several acts and resolutions amendatory 
of the same, and to extend and continue the pro- 
visions thereof,’ ”” 

On motion of Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions were discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution instructing the com- 
mittee to inquire into the expediency of transfer- 
ring from the State to the War Department such 
of the papers purchased of Washington’s heirs 
as constitute evidence of service before the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, the joint resolution 
to enable the War Department to apply certain 
balances of appropriation. : 

Mr.WRIGI T, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back without amendment, and adversely 
to its passage, the House bill for the relief of 
Langtree & Jenkins. , 

He also reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do yates the House bill for the relief of 
Lund Washington. 

On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from 
the further consideration of all matters referred to 
it, except those of an executive character. . 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the House bill for the relief of 
Wilmot Marsden, of Oneida county, New York, 
widow of George Marsden, deceased. 

He also reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that they be indefi- 
nitely postponed, House bill for the relief of Nancy 
Wilson, widow of Captain William Wilson; 
the bill for the relief of Maria Ostrander. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, the Commit- 
tee on Pensions was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Dr. Samuel White 
for a pension. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Private 


Land Claims, reported back without amendment, 


orde 
rep 
pa - 


on th 
cons) 


repo 


on 


mitt 
ther 





















PRI 


and Wil 
pill for 
Hum 
lief © 
deceas 
On 
Priva 
further 
of Ja 
no in § 
Louisi 
On 
Privat 
eral $ 
Mr. 
Affai 
from 
and m™ 
India 
notre 
accore 
Mr 
tion tq 
the ca 
Mr 
mitteé 
outa 
“An 
at the 
the § 
On 
mitte 
ferred 
of th 
turne 
repo 
that 
cur i 
to. 
Mr 
Post 
out @ 
it do 
make 
Briti 
othe 
ordey 
was q 
repo 
pass 
0 
on th 
cons 
repo 





